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LETTER 


Mr DODWELL, &. 
SIR. 


-T is a thing of very ill conſequenee; 


the World for Learning, in their 
Diſcourſes upon the moſt impor- 
tant Doctrines of Religion, raſhly 


and upon very little Grounds, allow 
themſelves to advance new and crude 


Notions, and extravagant Hypotheſes ; 
which the Profane will not, and the Weak 
are not able to ſeparate, from the princi- 
pal and fundamental and moſt neceſſary 
Dodrines themſelves. HE 


For, as in Natural Philoſophy and in 


the ſearch after Phyſical Truth, the Syſtems 


and Hypotheſes which ingenious Men in- 
vent for explaining the appearances of 
Nature, and which for ſome time are 


rds 


received with applauſe, but afterwa 


ow 


— 


when Men of great Reputation in 


are 
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A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 
are Ln by Reaſon and Experience; 
are apt to make Men think the Natural 


Cauſes of things abſolutely impoſſible 


to be diſcovered at all; and have really 
ſuch an effect upon very Many, as fo 
make them reje@-for their ſake, or at 
leaſt to call in queſtion, even the cer- 
taſneſt Truths which have been diſcove- 
red by plain Experiments or clear Ma- 
thematical Demonſtration it ſelf : So in 

Matters of Religion likewiſe, the incon- 
fidefate and groundleſs Notions, which 


Men of great Learning and much Read- 


ing, have with too little Judgment ſome- 


times” Joined and intermixed with their 
exphcatjons of ſome of the greateſt and 


moſt' important Doctrines of Religion ; 


when upon due Examination, the abſur- 
dity and inconfi iſtency of ſuch Schemes 


plainly appears z ; have been apt to raiſe 


Donbts in many Mens Minds concerning 
the Truth even of the certaineſt Do- 
tines themſelves, which are either the 


moſt plainly diſcovered by right Reaſon, 


or are moft clearly delivered in os 


| Cure, 


Tou teach that the Soul of Man is na- 
nidally mortal, and will of it ſelf periſn 
and come to nothing, if not upheld by | 
the extraordinary Power of God, in a 
præternatural way. Many, who ſee the 
imprudent Title of Four Diſcourſe, 1 

Wi 


* 2 2 

A Letter to Mr Dodwell. _ 
will not take the pains to read the Book 
it ſelf, will conclude that you fappoſe 
the Soul to periſh at the diſſohmion of 
the Body ; And all Libertines, when 
they have read and conſidered alf that 
you offer, will ſtill conclude, that if (as 
you grant to them) the Soul mtift of it 
ſelf. naturally periſh ſometime or other, 
there is no time ſo. probable when it 
-ſhould periſh, as at the diffolution of the 
Body; and they will eaſily perſwade 
themſelves to rely upon this, that God 
will not work a perpetual! Miracle to 
preſerve them præternaturally by his om- 
nipotent Power, on purpoſe to inflict 
upon them an eternal Puniſhment, which 
by Nature they were not capable of un- 
dergoing. F 
Theſe Mens conclufion indeed is by 
no means right; But it is ſuch a one, as 

is very natural for Men of looſe Princi- 


. 


ples and vitious Lives to draw from your 
Doctrine; And therefore you ought to 
have been very careful not to give them 
ſuch an occaſion of deceiving themſelves, 
unleſs you had firſt been very ſure that 
your Notion was either very plainly con- 
tained in Scripture, or very clearly de- 
monſtrable by right Rea ſon: Which that 
it is not, I preſume will appear from the 

following Obſervations. 


Fou 
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Lou begin with a diſtinction ¶ Præmon: 
SeF. 3.) that the Souls of ſome Men are 
made immortal by the Spirit of God, to 
Happineſs, and the Souls of ſome others, 
by the Vill of God, to Puniſhment, Now 
what can be more precarious and ground- 
leſs than this diſtinction? For what real 
difference is there in the thing it ſelf, be- 
tween being immortalized by the Spirit, 


and by the Will of God; Eternal Life 
and Happineſs is indeed conſtantly attri- 


buted to the Spirit of God; that is, thoſe 

only who have the Spirit of God, and are 
guided by it, who obey the Will of God, 
and live in conformity to his holy Laws, 
ſhall be partakers of Eternal Happineſs - 
And thus the Spirit of God is indeed ne- 


ceſſary to qualify Men for, and to make 
them capable of, the Happineſs of Heaven. 
But if, to make good Men capable of an 
Eternal Duration in order to that Happi- 


neſs, it be neceſſary that the Spirit of 
God give them a new Principle of Subfe- 
ſtence, or ſuperadd a new Subſtance to their 
Souls; (as your obſcure Expreſſions con- 
cerning the Acceſſion of an adſcititions Spi- 
rit, &c. frequently ſeem to fignify ; and 
without which, there is no other diffe- 
rence than only in Words, between being 
immortalized by the Spirit and by the 
Will of God ;) then nothing can be more 
contrary to reaſon, than to ſuppoſe any 

N Men 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 3 
Men made immortal without the addition 
of that new Principle; nor can any re- 
preſentation of God's Proceedings, be 
more harſh and incredible, than to ſup- 
| poſe him by his Omnipotent i and 
Power, eternally and miraculouſly pre- 
* ſerving ſuch Creatures unto endleſs Pu- 
- niſhment, who never had in them, ei- 
ther originally or additionally, any Prin- 
 ciple of Immortality at all. How plainly 
and how very much more agreeable to 
Reaſon and to our natural Notions cf 
God is it, to ſay that all Creatures who 
ſhall ever undergo eternal Puniſhment, 
are ſuch as having been created naturally 
immortal, and by wilful continuance in 
Sin having ſo far depraved themſelves as 
to become uncapable of eternal Happi- 
neſs, muſt conſequently by the juſt Judg- 
ment of God fall into ſuch Miſery, as 
their immortal Nature ſo corrupted ne- 
ceſſarily makes them liable to. When we 
ſpeak of the Soul as created naterally im- 
mortal, we mean that it is by the Divine 
Pleaſure created ſuch a Subſtarice, as not 
having in it ſelf any Compoſition, or any 
Principles of Corruption, will naturally 
or of it ſelf continue for ever; that is, 
will not by any natural decay, or by any 
Power of Nature, be diſſolved or deſtroy. 
ed; But yet nevertheleſs depends conti. 
nually upon God, who has power to de- 
9 1 85 1 ſtroy 
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ſtroy or annihilate it, if he ſhould ſo think 
fit. When therefore you ſay that the 


Original of the Immurtality of ſuch Souls & 
| ſhall be eternally puniſhed, may be more 4. 


greeably derived from the Divine Pleaſure, 


than from the Nature of the Soul; if there. 


by you mean that the Soul was made im. 


mortal by the mere pleaſure of God, in 


oppoſition to its being immortal by the 
neceſſity of its own Nature, in the ſenſe that 
God is immortal; then indeed not Plato 
only, but all others alſo that ever held 
the Immortality of the Saul, have been 
and are of the ſame Opinion: But if, by 
thoſe Words you mean, as through the 


whole of your Diſcourſe you expredly 


declare, that the Soul was created mortal, 
but by the Divine Omnipotence is upheld 


_ eternally ; then it is, on the contrary, 


evidently far more agreeable to right 
Reaſon and to our Notions of God, to 


_ derive the Immortality of the Soul, and 


eſpecially of a miſerable one, from its 


own Nature, than from the Divine Plea- 
fare; that is, to ſuppoſe the Soul to have 


been at firſt created ſuch a Subſtance, as 


by the ordinary concourſe of Divine Pro- 
vidence would continue for ever; than 


that it was created of a mortal and pe- 
riſhable Nature, but by the extraordinary 


and miraculous Power of God, is.conti- 


4 


nually ſupported, only ta endure Tor 
9 85 | ment 
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ment and Puniſhment, beyond'the capa- 
city of its own Nature, to all Eternity. 


There cannot eaſily be made a worſe 


repreſentation of God's dealings with 


Mankind, than what you affirm (Premor. 
Seck. 4.) that if the Devils had not fallen, 
there had been mo Hell at all; and that 
Mankind is no otherwiſe concerned in it, 
than as, by joyning themſelves to the Devils 
Party, they intitle themſelves allo to bis 
Puniſhment. Tis true, the Fire of Hell 
was firſt and originally prepared for the 


Devils, becauſe they were the firi# and 


original Offenders. But to ſay that, with- 
out their Fall, there zever would have 
been any Hell at all; and that the ſame 


or equal Puniſhment ſhould not then have 


been inflicted upon Wicked Men for the 


S fame Crimes, as there now ſhall ; is re- 
_ preſenting God like an Arbitrary Tyrant, 


who without caring to make an exact, 
equal, and particular diſtribution of Ju- 
ſtice, deals with all Offenders of all ranks 
and degrees alike, becauſe they have all 


znterpretatively joyned in oppoſing his 


Authority. 


Tou affirm expresſly (ibid.) that the 
Soul does not depend on our groſs Organi- 
cal Bodies, nor periſhes upon its diſſolution 


from thoſe Bodies. I beſeech you, if the 


_ 
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Soul be ſuch a Subſtance as is ihcapable 
of being hurt by ſo great a change and 
diſſolution, as is cauſed in us by a vio- 
lent Death, fuppoſe by Fire; upon what 
Principle can it be imagined to be natu- 
rally mortal; or what Revolutions in 
Nature will it not be able to reſiſt and 
ſapervive ? You explain this further, by 
ſaying, that Mens Sonls do not ſo depend 
on any other created Being, but that they 


may ſtill continue in their duration, what- 
ſoever other created Influences be withdrawn 


from them, if God be pleaſed ſtiil to conti- 
aue that ordinary Providence, which is 
eſſentially neceſſary for their continuance, 
And is not this the very definition of Im- 


mortality? or did ever any Man mean 
more than this, when he affirmed the 


Soul to be naturally Immortal? You di- 


ſtinguiſh it indeed from the Natural I- 


mortality of Angels; but by ſuch a diſtiu- 
Fion, as includes not in it any the leaſt 
difference, For what difference is there 
between affirming concerning Angels, 
that it ir in the Power and Pleaſure of God, 
to anmhilate them when he thinks it; and 
concerning Humane Souls, that they do not 


fo depend on any other created Beings, but 


that they may ſtill continue in their Dura- 
tion, whatſoever other created Influences be 
withdrawn from them, if God be pleaſed 


till to continue that ordinary Providence, 


which 
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which is eſſentially neceſſary for their Pre- 


ſeruatiou £ And yet in the very next 
Words, you very inconſiſtently imagine 


the Soul, as being a mere Flatps,to have 
a more immediate Depeudence on God than 


ather Creatures, than even the meaneſt 
Particles of lifeleſs Matter have; which 
muſt make it ceaſe to be, whenever be is 


Pleaſed to ceaſe to breath it z as being unable 


to continuc its Duratian, by the Powers 


given it at its firſt Production, and the 


4 


continuance of thoſe general Influences which 


are requiſite for the ſupport of Created Be- 


ings in general. According to theſe laſt 


Wards, the Soul not being ſo much as a 
Subſtance of any kind at all, is likely to 
be more effectually deſtroyed by Death, 


than even the Body it ſelf, Whereas ac- 


cording to the Words juſt preceding, your 
Scheme ought to have been on the con- 


trary, that the Soul is by Nature Immortal, 
and muſt be mort alized by the Omnipo- 
tence of God, if ever it periſh. and not, 


that it is by Nature Mortal, and muſt be 


tence, to enable it to ſabſilt far ever, 80 


that here, you ſeem to have framed no 
conſiſtent Notion - even of your own 
Schewe..:.,, -::- | Site 


What you advance C Premon.. SF. 


5 concerning its not having been cul- 
as gs | . B 2 | = pable 


if 
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pable to hold commuication and joyn 


with the Devil, before the Publication 
of the Goſpel ; and that the Devil was 
not to be looked upon as a publick Ene- 
my, before his being declared ſo by the 
Goſpel ; is ſo extravagant, that it needs 


no Confutation. Was not the Devil 


an Enemy when he tempted our firſt 
Parent? And was he not publickly de- 
clared to be ſo, in the Curſe pronounced 
to him thereupon? Is not the Devil de- 
ſcribed as a publick Enemy to God and 
good Men, in the Hiſtory of Fob ? And 
as an Enemy to Iſrazl, 1 Chron. 21, 1? 
Or was he known to be an Enemy in 
Temporal Affairs only, (Præmon. pag. 
41,) and could not be known to be ſo 
in things relating to the Life to come ? 
Or had the Patriarchs, no expectation 
at all of a better City to come, after the 
preſent Tabernacle was diſſolved ? Is not 
ſdolatry in the Old Teſtament conſtantly 
branded with as ſevere a character of 
Rebellion againſt God, as in the New ? 


And in the Heathen World, before the 
© Goſpel was begun to be preached, (though 


the times of that Ignorance God did indeed 


_ wink at, that is, would not be ſo ſevere 


in puniſhing them, as thoſe who ſhould 
afterwards fin againſt greater Light) yet 
was it no Crime, to worſhip the Creature 

ore than, the Creator was it no Fault 


747 2 A : that 
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that the World did 7 oy W mrs t G, lie 
under entire ſubjection to the Evil One, 
1 Joh. 5. 1 ? and in the Power of Satan, 
Acts 26, 18? Were not the abominable 
Rites of the Heathen, plainly a ſacrificing 
to Devils? And do not all the Antient 


Fathers, for whoſe judgment you expreſs 


fo great an eſteem, ſuppoſe in all their 
Writings againſt the Pagans, that before 
the propoſing of the Goſpel to them, they 
ought to have known from the Licht of 
Nature and Right Reaſon, that thoſe 
impure Spirits whoſe worſhip 1 was attend- 
ed with all manner of beſtiality and 
wickedneſs, were profeſſed Enemies to 
God and Goodneſs? Nay, does not Sz 


Paul himſelf expresſly "affirm, that That 


which may be known of God, was manife Ji: 


enough to them, to have preſerved them. 


from Idolatry : > and that, becaiiſe #hey 
did not like to retain God in their know- 
ledge, but changed the Truth of God into a 
Lis for that Reaſon God gave them up 
unto vile affect ions, We 

Nor is it leſs abſurd, to found (as 
you do in the ſame place) the Heinouſ- 
neſs of Sin and the Reaſonableneſs of 


the Severity of its Puniſhment, : 8 


pally upon its being interpreted as 

joyning with the Devil. Idolatry oe 
deed, and Witchcraft, and Profane Scof- 
ling at God and all Religion, may juſtly 
8 enough 
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pable to hold commuication and joyn 


with the Devil, before the Publication 
of the Goſpel ; and that the Devil was 
not to be looked upon as a publick Ene- 
my, before his being declared ſo by the 
Goſpel ; is ſo extravagant, that it needs 
no Confutation. Was not the Devil 
an Enemy when he tempted our firſt 
Parent ? And was he not publickly de- 
clared to be ſo, in the Curſe pronounced 


to him thereupon ? Is not the Devil de- 


ſcribed - as a publick Enemy to God and 
good Men, in the Hiſtory of Fob £ And 
as an Enemy to Iſrael, 1 Chron. 21, 1? 


Or was he known to be an Enemy in 


Temporal Affairs only, (Præmon. pag. 
41,) and could not be known to be ſo 


in things relating to the Life to come? 


Or had the Patriarchs, no expectation 
at all of a better City to come, after the 
preſent Tabernacle was diſſolved ? Is not 
ſdolatry in the Old Teſtament conſtantly 
branded with as ſevere a character of 
Rebellion againſt God, as in the New? 
And in the Heathen World, before the 
Goſpel was begun to be preached, (though 
the times of that Ignorance God did indeed 
wink at, that is, would not be ſo ſevere 
in puniſhing them, as thoſe who ſhould 
afterwards fin againſt greater Light) yet 


was it no Crime, to worſhip the Creature 
tore than the Creator? was it no Fault 
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that the World did ade oy my 1 mrs, lie 
under entire ſubjection to the Evil One, 
1 Joh. 5. 19? 1 in the Power of Satan, 
Acts 26, 182 Were not the abominable 
Rites of the Heathen, plainly a ſacrificing 
to Devils? And do not all the Antient 
Fathers, for whoſe judgment you expreſs 
ſo great an eſteem, ſuppoſe in all their 
_ Writings againſt the Pagans, that before 
the propoſing of the Goſpel to them, they 
ought to have known from the Light of 
Nature and Right Reaſon, that thoſe 
impure Spirits whoſe worſhip was attend- 
ed with all manner of beſtiality and 
wickedneſs, were profeſſed Enemies to 
God and Goodneſs? Nay, does not Sz 
Paul himſelf exprefly--affirm, that That 
; which may be known of God, was manifeſt 
enough to them, to have preſerved them 
from Idolatry : > and that, becaũſe they 
did not like to retain God in their know- 
ledge, but changed the Truth of God into a 

Lis for that Reaſon Go gave thei up 
unto vile affections, &c. 

Nor is it leſs abſurd, to found (as 
you do in the ſame place) the Heinouſ- 
neſs of Sin and the Reaſonableneſs of 
the' Severity of its Puniſhment, * princi- 
pally upon its being interpreted. as Aa 
Joyning with the Devil. Idolatry in- 
deed, and Witchcraft, and Profane Scof- 
ting at God and all Religion, may juſtly 
Bo enough 


enough come directly under this charge; 
and all other Sins alſo may in effect and 
in event, not improperly be looked up- 


on as a promoting the Intereſt of the De- 


we D. #: þ 


* Premon, but ſuch as * is diſproportionable to pci 
Y r MP> 


N Nature, and F exceeding the natural 


8. ere of their degree of Being; and to ac- 


_ Chriſt wil ſo, ixterpet their not joyning 

with Him, as if they had joyned them 
ſelves to the Devil; Is not all this, to 
Frame. make God, in the hardeſt Senfe, act * 
„ ͤ 8 


* 


Your 
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Your Interpretation of Row: '2. 12. 
and of Joh. 3, 19. (Præmon. Se. 6.) 2 


is ſo looſe and Groundleſs, that any Text © 
may in the ſame manner be brought to 
prove any thing, or rather 0 Text can 
really prove any thing at all. For if 
when St Paul ſays, Rom. 2, 12. that as 
many as have ſinned without Law, ſhall 
alſo periſh without Law; and as many as 
have ſinned in the Law, ſhall be judged by 
the Law ; the Word periſb be not evidently 
Synonymous to being judged or condem- 
ned, and ſignifies that every Sinners con- 


demnation or puniſhment ſhall be pro. | 
portionable to the heinouſneſs of his Sin ll 
with reſpect to the Light he ſinned againſt ll 

but on the contrary from the Word 1 
Le] ſhall periſh, it can be conluded iq 
„dat the Perſons ſpoken of ſhall only "| 
barely ceaſe to be, in oppoſition to the 1 
Word Laer,] ſhall be judged or con- l 
 demned ; It will follow equally from the "0 
uſe of the ſame Word in other places of (| 


Scripture, that neither rejecters of the 


Goſpel, nor wicked Chriſtians, nor even | 

the Devils themſelves, ſhall be-condem- 65 [1 
ned to any other Puniſhment, than bear = 
ceaſing to be: For of all theſe it is ſaid i| 

in ſeveral Places of Scripture, that Can. | 
adm] they ſhall periſh or be deftroyed; And NH 
thus you, unwarily overthrow all the = 


Threatnings of the Goſpel. Again, if 
when | 1 


— 
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when our Saviour ſays, oh. 3. 19, that 
This is the condemmation, that Light is 
come into the World, and Men love Dark- 
neſs rather than Light ; his plain meaning 
be not this, that the clear Revelation of 
the Will of God niade to Mankind in the 
Goſpel, and the expreſs denunciation of 
his Wrath againſt Sin, is the great Ag- 
gravation of impenitence, and that which 
makes Mens obſtinately continuing in 
their Sins utterly inexcuſable, and their 
condemnation evidently moſt juſt, be- 
cauſe they cannot now pretend ignorance = 
of their Duty; but the Words [*aun 5 zeia;] 

This is the Condemnation, mult fignifie 4 

particular Kind of Puniſhment to be in- 


flicted upon Men for Afſociating with the 


Devil as being the Prince of Darkneſs ; I 
cannot ſee but by the ſame Liberty, any 


Aſſerter of any new Opinion may inter- 


pret any part of Scripture ſo as to coun- 
tenance any the moſt groundleſs Fancy 
or Imagination whatſoever. 8 


Is it not a very weak Hypotheſis, . 


imagine that the Souls of Men muſt needs 


be naturally Mortal, becauſe otherwiſe 
God would not know how to diſpoſe of 
the Souls of the Heathen ; ſence there 
cannot be any third Eternal State, ſuitable 
to the Nature of a Rational Soul; neither 
happy, nor miſerable ; as there muſt be, if 

Pe 1 thoſe 
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thoſe Souls be nuturalii mortal? (Pre- 
mon. p. 43.) Is noe Univerſe large 
enough, for God to diſpoſe of all his 
Creatures into States ſuitable to their Na- 
tures? Are there not in Gods Houſe ma- 
ty Manſions? Or will Heaven and Helf 
be two ſuch Places, in which thete will 
be no Diffetences of States, no Space for 

- Order and variety of degrees ? Does not 
our Saviour himſelf expresſly tell us, 
that they who nem not their Maſters will, 


and yet did things worthy of ſtripts, ſhall be = 
beaten with few ſtripes £ And does not St ll 
Paul, in the whole 2d Chapter to the I 
Romans, plainly declare that Gentiles as il 


well as Jews ſhall be judged according to 
their Works? ee Ft 


by | RO UE PT SE = Hs OY e 1 
I.h!he reſt of your Præmonition, being 9 
upon a different ſubject, I forbear to con- 1 
ſider at this time. . = 


| the Diſcourſe it ſelf (Seck. 2,) you 

propoſe a moſt dark and unintelligible 1 

Notion, concerning [Cle and mus] Soul " 
and Spirit; not only diſtinguiſhing the 1 
rational Soul from the ſesſitive; which | 


> was the Philoſophy of many of the An- 1] 
tients z. but moreover making the Spirit il 
different from both, and wholly preter- 5 5 i} 
natural to Man. The whole natural 1 
<=? | C FEE Soul | 
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Soul (v,) including both the ſenſitive 
and the Ratianal Mt, (which you elſe- 


where call the two Souls, pag. 2 20,) you 
fu ppoſe to be of it ſelf mortal, but to be 
made immortal in gaod Chriſtians by the 
addition of the Spirit, (by the Acceſſton of 
an Adſcititious Spirit, as you ſometimes 
expreſs it) and in the rejecters of the 
Goſpel to be made immortal without it. 
If by the Spirit you mean only an Opera- 
tion of the Spirit of God upon our Souls. 
then (as I obſerved before) there is no real 
difference between being immortalized by 
the Spirit and by the Will of God. But 
if by the Spirit you mean the addition 
of a new Subſtance or Principle of Subſi- 
ſtence to the Souls of good Chriſtians in 
order to immortalize them, which yet in 
them that reject the Goſpel are immorta- 
lized without that addition; is not this 
juſt ſuch another ſuppoſition, as if you 
ſhould ſuppoſe the Na to be | 
one Subſtance in a Man, and the Wil 
another, and the Habit of Virtue a third; | 
notwithſtanding that at the ſame time it | 
be confeſſed that all theſe things may be 
Faculties or Powers of one and the ſame 
Subſtange 2 And your perverting the | 
words of St Paul to ſerve your obſcure +} 
Hypotheſis is very groſs. Does St Paul 
when he diſtinguiſhes the natural Body 
LUA oo] from the Spiritual T7 


. ſtianity, that can be; ſomething that 
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dy Lrulamiy oH] and calls the one cor. 
ruptible, the other ixcorruptible; mean 
that the natural Bod y [boxer eau is there- 
fore corruptible or 1 becauſe the 
Soul [4uxd] or Principle o Life which is in 
it, is it ſelf a* mortal Principle? br that * par. 3. 
the Spiritual Bod 4 Trau mio h, |1 15 made 
incorruptible by the ſuperaddition of a 
Spirit to the Soul that animates it? The 
plain meaning of St Paul is only this, 
that the Body which in this preſent fate 
is diſſolvible and corruptible, ſhall after 
the reſurrection, by the Power of God, 
be made ixcorruptible; without having 

any reſpect at all to the Soul, ot the Na- 
ture of it, in his whole Diſcourſe. Again, 
when St Paul derives our Title to the 
Reſurrection of the Body, wholly from 
Chriſt 5 does he thereby mean to affirtn, 
that, without the ReſurreRion of Chriſt, 
the Souls of Men muſt alſo have ceaſed to 
exiſt > Og, the contrary, for that very 
reaſon, Mauſe the Souls of Men would 
not have ceaſed toexiſt ; therefore fxiſt 
thought them of value to redeem them 
from Miſery, by the purchaſe of his 
Blood, by his Death and Reſurrection. 
And tis the worſt repreſentation of Chri- 


might indeed * be thous ht hard 2 3 * pag. 3. 

to ſuppoſe (as yo do) that the Gofpe! 

of 2 which is every where in Serfp- 
08 ture 
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ture repreſented as the greateſt Inſtance 
of God's tender Mercy and Compaſſion 
towards Men, ſhould upon the whole fo 
very diſproportionably increaſe the Miſery 
of ſintul Men, as that whoever disbe- 

lieved or neglected that new offer of 
Grace and Favour, ſhould from thence- 
forth be condemned to everlaſting Tor- 
ments; notwithſtanding that otherwiſe * 
Sin, in its own Nature, againſt the Light 
of Reaſon and Conſcience and the natu- 
ral Law of God, was ſo little heinous, 
that had it not been for the Offer of this 
new extraordinary Grace and Favour, 
they that had lived in the utmoſt con- 
tempt of God and of his natural and. 
eternal Law written in their Hearts, and 
in the moſt unreſtrained practice of all 
poſhble wickedneſs, might have been 
| ſafe from the fear of any other danger, 
BH than that of periſhing finally by a natu- 
ö ral Mortality. r 


j RY Tour Concluſion from our Saviours de- 

= | ſcription of the laſt Judgment, Mat. 25, 
is very extraordinary; [Sec. 3 ;] that 

becauſe the rewardableneſs of the good 

Works of the Righteous, is there aſcribed 
to their having been done for Chriſt's 

ſake; therefore no other Perſons ſhall be 
| concerned in that Judgment but thoſe ta 
whom the Goſpel had hee made known. 
| 


You 
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Tou might exactly as well have conclu- 
ded; that becauſe Charity and Unchbari- 
tableneſ⸗ are the only particular Actions 
there mentioned, for which Men ſhall be 
ad judged to Reward or Puniſhment z 
therefore no regard ſhall be had to an 


other Virtues or Crimes in that final Judg- 


ment. It is evident by comparing other 
places of Scripture, that all kinds of 


Actions ſhall then be examined; and it 


is as evident, that all ſorts of "Perſons 
ſhall be ſo too. Thoſe who never heard 
of the Goſpel, tis true, cannot be judg- 


ed by the ſame Rule or Form, as thoſe 


who did hear of it; But is it not very 
wonderful, to t from thence, that 


becauſe * fach perſons muſt be judged by * pag. 7. 


another form not fully and expresſly (ſup- 


poſe) mentioned in Scripture, therefore 
that form cannot at all be known, what it 


is z and if that form could not be known , yet 
that therefore it ought not to be believed 


that there is any ſuch form at all? Does 
not the ſame Light of Reaſon, which 


makes Men a Law to themſelves, neceſſa- 
rily diſcover alſo to them at the ſame 
time what Rule they ſhall be judged by? 

Neither is it true therefore, that no ſuch 


Form can be proved from the Scriptures : 


For does not S. Paul, in the whole 2d Chapter 
to the Romans, largely declare that there 


js ſuch a Form, and alſo what that Form 
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is? And does not the Scripture every 
where 'plainly ſuppoſe, that the Judg- 
ment fhall be univerſal 2 The Phraſe of 
judging the World, Acts 17, 31, mani- 
feſtly implies it ; and the oppoſition be- 
tween Death and Judgment, Heb. 9, 27, 
though the ſtreſs of the Apoftles argu- 


ment does not indeed lie upon it, and 


the univerſal particle | AZ] is not added, 
yet very evidently ſuppoſes the Judgment 
to extend to the very ſame Perſons as 


Death doth. And what difference is 


there, between ſaying that 'tis appointed 
for Men once to die, or that tis appoin- 
ted for AZ Men once to die? It is not a 


Juſt anſwer here, to ſay that Univerfal 


aſſertions are frequently in Scripture to 
be underſtood in a limited Senſe. That 


can only be ſo, when either the com- 


mon acceptation of the words, evidently 
limits their ſignification ; as in that place 
you mention, Joh. 12, 19; or when 
ſome other parallel places of Scripture, 
expresſly add a Limitation. Where this 


is not the caſe, as it is not in the phraſe 


of Gods judging the World, Acts 17, 31 ; 
the ſame expreſſion being in all other 


places of Scripture likewiſe univerſal ; if 


limitations may be added arbitrarily and 
at pleaſure, there will then be no way 


left to diſtinguiſh at all, when any de- 


claration is to be looked upon as aniver- 


ſal, 
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ſal, and when as only particular. Tou | 
your ſelf are forced to allow the Jews, 
who lived before our Saviours coming, 
to be concerned in the Judgment; and 
not them only, but alſo Others who liv- 
ed before the Law, in the Times of Noah 
and the Patriarchs; becauſe (pag. 11, ) 
as they were intitled to the Spirit; in Never- 
ſton, ſo they migbt be intitled to the Conſe- 
quences of the Spirit, one of which is Immor- 
tality. I ſuppoſe you will eafily grant, 
that the Knowledge many of theſe Men 
had of Chriſt, was but implicit and very 
obſcure :- And if that was ſufficient to in- 
title them to Immortality, why is it not 
as eaſie to ſuppoſe that the Promiſe God 
made to Adam might intitle all Mankind ö 
to have ſome benefit of the Redemption ö 
purchaſed by Chriſt, according to their | 

different proportions and capacities, tho' 
they never heard of him explicitly ? 
lt may here be obſerved alſo by the 
by, that, according to your obſcure and 
indeed confuſed manner of expreſſing 
your ſelf, you in this Section. (pag. 8,) 
ſuppoſe the Holy Spirit to immortalize 
Men to Puniſhment ; and again (pag. 31,) 
that Men are qualified for the higher de- 
gree of Puniſhment, by the Acceſſion of tbe 
adſcititious Spirit, which makes them 
| Jalzaehes 2 Not very conſiſtently with 
your firſt diſtinction, ¶ Præmon. Sed. 4 9 
e that 
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that the actually immortalizing Souls to 
Puniſhment, may better be aſcribed to 
the Pleaſure of God, than to the Divine 
Spirit. Unleſs you will ſay, that bad Men 

within the Covenant, are immortalized 
to Puniſhment by one Principle; and 
bad Men without the Covenant, or Re- 
jecters of it, immortalized to. Puniſh- 
ment by another Princple. And fo there 
is no end of vain and groundleſs Imagi- 
nations. 1 5 . 
That there ſhall be, as you ſay, (Seck. 
45, a very great difference in the Puniſh- 
ment of thoſe who reſiſt and reje® the Goſ- 
pel, from what it would have been. if they. 
had never heard of the Goſpel z, is undoub- 
tedly very true. But does it from thence 
+pag-11- follow, that God did not F oblige Men 
at all to worſhip himſelf, before any re- 
vealed Religion was inſtituted ? Becauſe 
5. 13. the * Scripture does indeed every where 
ſuppoſe the Condition of thoſe who reſiſt the 
Goſpel-diſpenſation worſe than that of the 
worſt ſort. of Criminals who never heard of 
the Goſpel ; does it from thence follow, 
that they that never heard of the Goſpel, 
had therefore zo cancern at all in the fi- 
nal judgment? Becauſe our Saviour de- 
clares that it ſhall be ore tolerable for 
Soclom and Gomorrha in the Day of Judg- 
ment, than for thoſe who rejected the 
big] „ Goſpel 
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Goſpel when offered them; does it from 
thence follow, that thoſe wicked People 


ſhall not be caſt into * outer darkneſs at, 42 142 


all > When our Saviour threatens that 
Cabernaum, which was exalted 10 Heaven, 
ſhould be brought down to Hell; is it not a 
very extraordinary Interpretation of the 


meaning of thoſe Words, and as won- 


derful an Inference from them, to con- 
clude that thoſe People, if our Saviour 
had not preached to them, would have 


T had no reaſon to fear the Puniſhment of f paz. 14. 


Hell at all? An unprejudiced Perſon 
would rather conclude on the contrary, 
that for that very reaſon, becauſe they 
were in danger of it, therefore our Saviour 
preached to them and exhorted them to 
repent and flee from the wrath to come. 

Laſtly, if they that never heard of the 

Goſpel, ſhall not indeed for their Unbe- 


lief be ſentenced to || that Hell, which | pag; 18. 


was prepared for the Devil and his An- 
gels; that is, to the ſame Degree of Puniſp- 
ment with thoſe who reje& or diſoþey 
the Goſpel ; yet does it at all from thence 
follow, that they ſhall have xo concern in 
the general Judgment, upon account of 
their having obeyed or diſobeyed the 

Law of Nature ? Be 


The Caſe (Seck. 6. ) of that Text in 
St John, John 5, 28 and 29; The Hour 


a 
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is coming, in the which all that are in the 
Graves fhall hear his Voice, and ſhall come 
forth, they that have done good, unto the 


| ReſurreGion of Life, and they that have 


done evil, unto the ReſurreFion of Damna- 
tion, is exactly the ſame with that before- 
mentioned, Ad, 17, 21. The Words 
are wniverſal ; and the Inſtances you 
bring of other univerſal Affirmations, 


which muſt be underſtood in a limited 
Senſe, have not the leaſt ſimilitude with - 


the Text you are conſidering. If the Gi- 
beomites univerſal Declaration to David, 
that for them he ſhonld not kill any Man in 
Iſrael, muſt needs indeed be underſtood 


in a limited Senſe, becauſe they them- 


ſelves expreſly limited it by demanding 
ſeven of Saul Poſterity to be deliver'd to 
them to be put to death: If habs ſend- 
ing to a Nations and Kingdoms to 
ſearch for Elijah, muſt indeed of neceſſi- 
ty, in the Nature of the thing it ſelf, be 
underſtood only of thoſe that bordered up- 
on him; If St Paul's aniverſal Declarati- 
on, that he baptized none of the Corin- 
thians, muſt indeed be underſtood with 
an exception; becauſe he himſelf: in the 
very next Words adds an exception ex- 


Presſly: is it juſt to infer from theſe In- 
ſtances, that our Saviour's univerſal Affir- 


mation in this place, concerning the Re- 
ſurrection, may likewiſe be underſtood 
| 0, n 
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in a limited Senſe, though neither in the 


Nature of the thing it ſelf, nor from the 
Context, there be any the leaſt Ground 


for ſuch limitation? Nay though on the 


27 


contrary, all the parallel Texts, which are 


very many, be likewiſe aniverſal? It is a 
wonderful thing, to ſee in what manner 
Learned Men can argue, when Prejudices 
prevail over their Judgment. = 


\ Your 7th Section, to ordinary Under- 


ſtandings, ſeems to be mere Confuſion. 


To ſuppoſe Man to conſiſt of three di- 
ſtin& parts, Body, Soul and Spirit But 
they who made this diſtinction, ſuppoſed 
theſe three parts to be in 2 Men by Na- 


ture; which will not ſerve your purpoſe. 
You bring in Plato diſtinguiſhing Mind 


[N3;] from [4x3] Soul, and making the 


one mortal, the other immortal: Put 


this likewiſe, being ſpoken concerning 

the natural Formation of all Men, is no- 
thing to your purpoſe; For in your Hy- 
potheſis, you make the whole Man by 
nature Mortal. Tow mention Plato here 
(pag. 22 and 24,) and again pag. 59 & 


-96, and Premon. pag. 21, as favouring 


your own Notions: And yet in other 
places, (as pag. 33, 60, & 66,) you in- 
conſiſtently ſpeak of him as juſtly blamed 
for holding the contrary Opinion, for 
aſſerting Our Doctrine of the Souls natural 


94 Immortality, 
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Immortality, pag. 33. Dou affirm (pag. 
23,) that. there is no real difference be- 
tween the Platonical Notions and thoſe 
of the New Teſtament, only that That 
which the Platoniſts call Mind [ Ne,] and 
make it Immortal, the Sacred Writers 
call (ved ] Spirit, as being the Divine 
Breathing, Gen. 2. 7 : Here you openly 
contradict your ſelf, making the immor- 
tal [ys%e] Spirit, common to all Men 
by their original Formation, and con- 
founding it with what you elſewhere ſo 


* Premon. * Often, in alluſion to that very Text, 


pag. 21 & diſtinguiſh by the Name [vi] Breath, 
5" {be if and make it mortal. You bring in Philo 
* diſtinguiſning the Immortal Soul from the 
a OY: ſenſible formed Man, as you darkly ex- 
216. preſs it; But even this alſo is directly 
againſt you: For Philo oppoſing the 
immortal Mind of Man, that is, the ra- 
tional Soul, both to the Body and to the 
ſenſitive Soul, ſtill ſpeaks of them all 

as original and natural Parts of the Man; 

and therefore when you apply to your 
Hypotheſis of an adſcititious Spirit, what 

he ſays concerning this | a1#9ua 3&0 } Di- 

vine Spirit or Soul infuſed into Man by 

God's breathing, Gen. 2. 7; you again 
directly contradift your ſelf, by con- 
founding the Spirit [my3wa] which you 
ſuppoſe immortal, with the [voy] Breath 

or Soul which you make to be mortal. 


ä Yay 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 29 
You cite (pag. 26) the Words of Aratus, 
Ti 33 & N iow as approved by St Paul, 
Acts 17, 28 : But if thoſe Words prove 
any thing, they prove directly againſt 
you: For 57% de, if it ſignifiesany thing, 
fignifies Off-ſpring of God in that Senſe 
which you oppoſe, (pag. 66.) And 
though you are pleaſed to underſtand 
them (pag. 66.) only of thoſe that are 
immortalized by receiving or rejecting 
the Goſpel, yet St Paul on the contrary 
as plainly applies them to all that del! 
on the Face of the Earth, as it could be 
expreſſed in Words. 3 
In the ſame Section, (pag. 22.) you 
call it a precarious Fancy, to make every 
cauſe of Motion diſtind from Matter, to be 
properly what we call a Spirit, Independent 
on Matter, and Immortal Here you 
ſeem to ſuppoſe the Soul of Man, to be 
ſomething diſtin# from Matter; yet not 
a Spirit, nor Independent on Matter, leaſt 
from thence it ſhould follow that it was 
naturally immortal. In your Præmoni- 
tion, pag. 25. you make the Soul, as de- 
ing a mere Flatus, to have a more preca- 
rious ſubſiſtence, even than ere Matter 
it ſelf, ſaying that it is unable to continue 
its own Duration by the Powers given it at 
its firſt Production, and the continuance of 
thoſe general Influences which are requiſite 
for the ſupport of Created Beings in * 
3 TT R Yer 
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Vet in the ſame page (as I obſerved be- 
for e) vou ſay that Souls do 0 fo depend | 


ſoever other created Influences be withdrawn 


from them, if God be pleaſed ſtill to conti- 


which aroſe merely from the miſconſtru- 
ction of a Greek Word in Ariſtotle, ſig- 
_ nifying indifferently either Subſtantial or 
Eſſential: And again, pag. 91, you ſup- 


ſomethiug diftin# both from Spirit, and 
_ alſo from Matter and Motion; that is to 


ſolved on the diſſolution of that Matter on 
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on any other Created Being, but that they 
may ſtill continue in their Duration, what- 


nue that ordinary Providence which js 
eſſentially neceſſary for their continuance < 
This is making them properly Immortal]. 
In the Diſcourſe it ſelf, pag. 51, you ſup- 
poſe again that the Soul zay depend on 
Matter, as to its Being and Preſervation, 
though it be not a Modification of Matter, 
but diſiin® from it Here you expreſs 
your ſelf, as if you thought it a Subſtan- 
tial Form, a contradictory Chimæra, 


poſe in like manner, that the Soul is 


ſay, a Material Form; an ative Subſtan- 
tial Principle, diſtin from Matter, yet 
depending on Matter, in eſſe, in fieri, in 
operari, and which muſt accordingly be dif- 


which it depends. In pag. 220, you ſap- 
poſe, on the other hand, the Two Soul. 
(as you call them) to be not only diſtin, 
but alſo ſeparable : And pag. 218, 900 
#4 5 ſeem 
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ſeem to incline to the Notion of thoſe 
Philſophers, who owned the 7143 to be ma- 


terial like the ſteams of odoriferows Bodies; 


Which Conſideration alone, you ſay, 


ſufficient to cut it off from any pretenſtons ' 
to any proper natural Immortality. Is not 


all this, the greateſt extravagancy and 
Confuſion that can be? Did not the 
World know you to be a ſerious Perſon, 


theſe things would look much more like 
the Raillery of an Unbeliever, than the 


Reaſonings of one that in carneſt intend- 


ed to eſtabliſh any conſiſtent Notion. 


In reality, That the Soul cannot poſſibly 
be Material, is evident not only from 


the conſideration of its noble Faculties, 


Capacities and Improvements, its large 
Comprehenſion and Memory; its Judg- 


ment, Power of Reaſoning, and Moral 
Faculties; which Arguments have been 
urged with unanſwerable Strength by 
the wiſeſt and moſt confiderate Men 


in all Ages from the times of Svcrates 
and Plate to this very Day; but the ſame 


thing is moreover demonſtrable from the 


ſingle conſideration, even of bare Senſe 
or Conſciouſneſs it ſelf. For Matter be- 
ing a divifible Subſtance, conſiſting al- 


ways of ſeparable, nay of actually ſepa- 
rate and diſtinct parts, tis plain, that 


unleſs it were eſſentially Conſcious, in 
which caſe every particle of Matter muſt 
| _ confiſt 
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conſiſt of innumerable ſeparate and diſtinct 
Conſciouſneſſes, no Syſtem of it in any 

oſſible Compoſition or Diviſion, can 
be an individual Conſcious Being: For, 
ſuppoſe three or three hundred Particles 
of Matter, at a Mile or any given di- 
ſtance one from another; is it poſſible 


that all thoſe ſeparate parts ſhould in that 


State be one individual Conſcious Being? 
Suppoſe then all theſe Particles brought 
together into one Syſtem, ſo as to touch 


one another; will they thereby, or by 
any Motion or Compoſition whatſoever, 


become any whit leſs truly diſtin& Be- 
ings, than they were when at the great- 


eſt diſtance > How then can their being 


diſpoſed in any poſſible Syſtem, make 
them one individiual conſcious Being? 


If you will ſuppoſe God by his infinite 


Power ſuperadding Conſciouſneſs to the 


united Particles, yet ſtill thoſe Particles, 


being really and neceſlarily as diſtinct 
Beings as ever, cannot be themſelves the 
Subject in which that individual Con- 
ſciouſneſs inheres, but the Conſciouſneſs 
can only be ſuperadded by the addition 
of Something, which in all the Particles 
muſt ſtill it ſelf be but one individual 
Being. The Soul therefore, whoſe Pow- 
er of Thinking is undeniably one Indi- 
vidual Conſciouſneſs, cannot poſſibly be 
a Material Subſtance. And if it be 755 
Bi 5 ther 
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ther Marset nor any Modiffcetion of Mar- 
_ ter, than (though you are pleaſed; to 
+. affirm ſomewhat raſnly, and without, + 2g. 5:. 
offering any reaſon for your affirmation 
that ſuch Re4joning is far from being — 
evident, yet) it is really as notoriouſly 
Self. evident as any thing in Nature, that 
it cannot poſſibly depend upon Matter, qs\fo 
it. Being and Preſervation. Por if even 
one particle oi Matter anno poſſi ble denen 
upon another, 4s to its Bein and Ereſerva. 
tion, (which I believe you will confefss 
to be Self-evident,) becauſe they are each 
of them diſtin& Beings 3 muſt jt not be 
even yet leſs poſſible, for a Being which 
is neither Matter it ſelf;.nor.a -Modifica-  - 
tion of Matter, but intirely din from © - 
Matter, (pag. 5 ;) to depend on Matter 
as to its Bring and Preſer vation? 


as * is I 


It is not indeed of any great Moment 
in the preſent diſpute ; but it ſeems to 
ſhow in general ſomething of haſt aud 
inconſiſtency in your Notions ; what 70 
affirm concerning the Glants, (Sed. S. who 
you ſay, deſcended from the Sons of Seth - 
andthe Daughters of Cain; and yet inthe 
very ſame Paragraph you call them the 
 Of-Jprizg of the fallen Angels z and, upon 
their account, make two deſedliomt of 
Angels, one before the Fall of Adam, 
| the other before | the Fload. * Ans. 5 
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conſiſt of innumerable ſeparate and diſtinct 
Conſciouſneſſes, no Syſtem of it in any 

offible Compoſition or Diviſion, can 
e an individual Conſcious Being: For, 
ſuppoſe three or three hundred Particles 
of Matter, at a' Mile or any given di- 
ſtance one from another; is it poſſible 
that all thoſe ſeparate parts ſhould in that 


State be one individual Conſcious Being? 
Suppoſe then all theſe Particles brought 


together into one Syſtem, ſo as to touch 
one another ; will they thereby, or by 
any Motion or Compoſition whatſoever, 


become any whit leſs truly diſtin& Be- 
ings, than they were when at the great- 


eſt diſtance > How then can their being 


diſpoſed in any poſſible Syſtem, make 
them one individiual conſcious Being? 
If you will ſuppoſe God by his infinite 


Power ſuperadding Conſciouſneſs to the 
united Particles, yet ftill thoſe Particles, 


being really and neceſſarily as diſtincdt 


Beings as ever, cannot be themſelves the 


Subject in which that individual Con- 


ſciouſneſs inheres, but the Conſciouſneſs 
can only be ſuperadded by the addition 
of Something, which in all the Particles 
muſt ſtill it ſelf be but one individual 
Being. The Soul therefore, whoſe Pow- 
er of Thinking is undeniably one [ndi- 
vidual Conſciouſneſs, cannot poſſibly be 
a Material Subſtance. And if it be 1 05 
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ther Matter nor any Modification of Mat- 
ter, than (though you are pleaſed to 
+ affirm ſonjewhat raſhly, and without, + pag. 51. 
offering any reaſon for your affirmation 
that ſuch Reaſoning is far from being Self. 
evident, yet) it is really as notoriouſly 
Self. evident as any thing in Nature, that 
it cannot poſſibly depend upon Matter, 46 to 
its Being and Reeve For if even 
one particle of Matter cannot poſſible depend 
upon another, 4s to its Being and Preſerva- 
tion, (which I believe you will confeſs 
to be Self evident, ) becauſe they are each 
of them diſtin& Beings; muſt it not be 
even yet leſs poſſible, for a Being which 
is neither Matter it ſelf, nor a Modifica- 
tion of Matter, but intirely d ind from 
Matter, (pag. 5t ;) to depend on Matter a 
as to its Being and Preſer vation 


It is not indeed of any great Moment 
in the preſent diſpute z- but it ſeems to 
| ſhow in general ſomething of haſt and 
inconſiſtency in your Notions ; what you 
affirm concerning the Glants, (Sec. 8. who 
you ſay, deſcended from the Sons of Setb 
and the Daughters of Cain; and yet in the 
very ſame Paragraph you call them the 
Off-Jpring of the fallen Angels z and, upon 
their account, make two defeFions of 
Angels, one before the Fall of Adam, 
the other before the Flood 


M112 Dia cum Lrph. 


d o? 5 eds. ibid. 


Letter to Mr Dodwell. 
' You proceed (Sec. 9 ) to the Authori- 
ty of hs Fathers. Juftin Martyr, whom 
you begin with; ſays indeed expreſly, 
that the Soul ought not properly to be 
called mortal? But this he ſays, not 
as yo repreſent him, in oppoſi tion to 
ou Docktine, nor yet in oppoſition to 
Fimo, bat in oppoſition to the extrava- 
18 > wy gant Notions of ſome F pre- 
au N 8 Me N PendedPlatomiſts, who 4 
„% A ag i bard). _ ſuch an Immortality as im- 
x7 Ties ene ee plied meceſſity of exiſtence. 
For, the reaſon he gives 
why Souls ot not to be called Immor- 
e hal, is becauſe * they Had a 
* Ava xn * e ed, beginning, and depend conti- 
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= * e nually upon God for the Pre- 


et | 
«-ſewihion of their Being. In 


which Senſe; neither are Angels Immor- 
, een out? God only, All 
tuen. Sexo! that he ſays therefore, does 
not in the leaſt imply, but 
that the Soul may be ſuch a ſubſtance, 
as is able to continue its own Duration 
for ever, by the Powers given it at its 
firſt production, and the continuance of 
thoſe general Influences which are re- 
quiſite for the ſupport of Created Be- 
ings in general: Which is all that we mean 
by natural Immortality. Nay, that he 
did actually think the Soul to be in this 
ſenſe Immortal,. may juſtly be gathered 
from thoſe very words which you Fo 
c 
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ſelf cite from him: on νν gf, c. i} 
What Plato thought concerning the World, | — 
that it muſt needs indeed be in its Nature | | 
capable of being deſtroyed and brought to an ; 
End, becauſe it had à beginning; jet that 
Cod would never actually deſtroy it > The 
ſame may be thought concerning the Soul, 
and concerning all things that are or can be, 
exceptingonlyGod himfelf ¶ zam epa hrs) 
that they are capable of being deſtroyed : 
Which laſt words ſeem clearly to explain 
what he means by the word [4$agny] cor- 
ruptible, which he applies not only to 
the Soul of Man, but alſo to all Created 
Beings whatſoeyer ; namely, not to ſig- 
nify any Tendency to Corruption in the 
Nature of the thing it ſelf, but only a 
Dependence upon the Will of God, in 
oppoſition to Self-exiſtence. He does in- 
deed. ſay, that the Souls of the Damned 
ſhall continue to exiſt as. long as God thinks 
fit; and implies as if he thought they ſhould 
finally be deſtroyed, after very long Puniſn- 
ment: But this, not by a natural Morta- 
lity, but by the Will of God, who is as 
able to deſtroy if he thinks ſit, as to 
create: Which Opinion, if there was any 
ground for it, would yet ſignifie nothing 
at all to your purpoſe... N 


. a a * 
Ei 


Tatians Opinion, if it was of any. Au- 
thority, would prove too much for you. 
For he fancied that the Soul was diſſol- 

INE E 2 | ved 


when 
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ved with the Body, and roſe again with 
it at the Reſurrection. This part you 
pleaſantly call his Hamane Er er | 
(Seſt. 10 ;) as if you thought all the re 
of what he ſays in the very ſame Sen- 
terice, was immediately Divine. Yet e- 
ven He alſo is expreſly againſt you. For 
as he makes a/ Souls to die with the Bo- 
dy, ſo he makes them a/ to riſe again 
with it alſo ; ; leaving none of them in 
their natural Mortality; ; but raiſing them 
all either to eternal Happineſs, or Ls 


Ty de nw a & d du ααꝗꝙ alte de] to immor- 
tal Puniſhment. | 
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e is ſo very Fol and expreſs ' "8 
gainſt you, and your perverting of his 
words ſo very groſs, that with the ſame 
liberty any perſon might eaſily make any 
Author ſeem to countenance any Hereſy 
or abſurd Opinion whatſoever, even from 
the very Words themſelves. wherein he 

with all poſſible clearneſs expreſſes him- 
ſelf againſt it. The Paſſages with you 
your ſelf cite, are as clear and plain as 
can be deſired. He in expreſs words (as 
1 | your your ſelf cite them,) declares the 
if Soul fo * be immortal in its 


* Quz tow natura im. own Nature, and affirms that 
morralia ; quibus a ſua 


i Cs Gt lk 1 % it does + not die. Toevade 
i 4. + ibid „ this. you ſuppoſe he means 
Pp Et + | only, that the Soul. 0 


I Leiter to Mr Dodwell. 
not did in the ſuue Miner that the Body 
does, namely by ceaſing to breut he; A 
more ſurptizing evaſion could not 50 ft 
bly have been invented; His Words, 
which the Reader would expect you 
ſhould have tranſcribed at length, are 
theſe ; that T i the Body 

only that dies, not the Soul. 105 ele 
$3 to die is to loſe the Pow- 
ers of Life ; Breath, Sen ſe 
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enim eſt, 
ſolvitur I 
ſed non Anima, neq; Spiri- 
; tus. Mori enim, eſt vita- 
lem amittere habilitatem, 


and Motion's, and to be ſepa- 


rated into "+6 firſt Principles | 


of Compoſition ʒ which the 


Soul, 'the Flatus vitæ, and. 


the 5 pirit which it 4 ' ſimple 


and uncompounded and indiſ- 
ſolvible ſubſtance, cannot be: 


mobilem fieri 
in illa, ex quibus & initium 


& ſine "Spivamine in oſte· 
rum, & inanimalem & im- 


& deperire 


ſubſtantiæ 7:habuic. Noc 


autem neq, Animæ evenit; 


flatus eſt enim vitæ: nec; 


Spiritui ; incompoſnus eſt 
enim & ſimplex Spiritus, 


ui reſolvi non 
is not the word ¶Spiramen] 4 $ "th Dy lh, 


Breath, in this Sentence, an 

excellent ground for your diſtin&ion'; 

that Jreneus by | denying that the Soul 

dies, does not mean to deny that it dies, 

but only to deny that it dies in the ſame 
Manner the Body does, viz. by ceafing 

to breathe ? Again, He ex presſſy affirrts, 

that | the Soul and Spirit is 50 

not mortal : By this you ſay FR Ong io _— 
he means only, that the Soul as the Words zac © by 
does not actually die when ane 15 e e 
the Body dies; but, being e 85 
aſhamed of this Interpretation, you add 
immediately, that he means alſo further, 


747 chat 


— — 


11081 - 
_— — — 


2 —— — 


- — == 
— 


— 2 =, 
— 
— 4 


_ 7 — 4 ay 2g — — — — 
ES ES” — —— ———————— —— 


Vvoance, pag. 3, concerning | s6ua Juxmir] 


corpora ? nunquid nam Ani- cauſe it is E you Cons | the 
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dat the Soul in i own Nature, does not 
confiſt of contrary Principles, tending to 4 
Diſſolution by its own Nature, as the Body 
does: This is expresſly giving up the 
whole Queſtion ; and directly contrary 
to what you add preſently after, that 
Death is natural to the Soul on account of 
its natural conſtitution. It is here fur- 
ther to be obſerved alſo, that theſe laſt 
words which you your ſelf cite out of 
Trenens, that the Soul and Spirit is not 
Mortal, [nr JN uns 33 ] are direq- 
ly contradictory to the Notion you ad- 


the natural Body's being therefore oppo- 
ſed to [muwmir] 1 Cor. 15, 44, becauſe 
it has only a Mortal Principle [4vx3] in it; 
and alſo directly contradictory to what 
you inſinuate pag. 41, concerning Jrene. 
Hs's underſtanding ET Cons] the Breath of 
Life, Gen. 2, 7, to be, what Yo all 
along would diſtinguiſh it to be, a Mor- 
141 Principle: Which he is indeed fo far 
from doing, that, on the contrary, he, 
in that very Chapter from whence you 
have taken moſt of your Citations, de- 
80 clares [4vz3] the Soul, not to be mortal, 


„ for * that very reaſon be- 
* Quz'ſunt ergo mortalia that very reaſon. be- 
mæ ? Sed incorruptibiles 


Breath of Life Gen 8 | 
£ . OF Te. 2 7. 
Animæ quantum ad com- . We oo Tomo the. 
parationem mortalium cor- Notwithſtanding 8 that he 


porum. Inſufflavit enim in does indeed, at the ſame 


time. 


3 


time, contradiſtinguiſh it, e le 


as St Paul does, from mow eſt in animam vivemem ; 


. IT RENT: . poralis eſt. Sed ne morta- 
being plainly with him, as Jem quidem poſſunt dicere 
it is with St Paul, that di hominem ipſum flatu m vitæ 


vine Power which Spiritua- <*'ſtenem. © Ke propeer hee 


David ait; & anima mea 


lizes and Immortalizes, not illi viver ; tanquam immors 
the Soul, but the Body, at ne, ejus ext- 
CY" . ſtente. lib. 5. c. 7. 
3 SE N. 
 Ireneus does indeed, with other An- 
tient Writers, allow, that whatever is 
yernToy or had 4 beginning, muſt be rd, 

that is, as Tuſtin Martyr expreſſes it, 076, 

Ts $4parto vive, capable of being deſtroyed. 

But this is only meant (as the Antitheſis 

of the Words [Y and Ceννν evi- 
dently ſhows) of the Nature of the Soul 

as oppoſed, together with that of Angels ._ 
and of all other the higheſt Created e- 
ings whatſoever, to That N "wp 
which ariſes from Neceſſzty of ExiſteMe, .. 
which mnſt needs be peculiar to God a- 
lone; Which is nothing to your pur- 
_—_— e 


cannot ſee how you collect any thing 
at all from At henagoras, (Se#. 12.) He 
does indeed diſtinguiſh nz; from 44 ac- 
cording to the old Philoſophy ; but he 
does not found any thing upon that di- 
ſtinction, which is in the leaſt to your 
purpoſe. He neither affirms the _ 


40 


him, is, that the 
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> 475 be. mortal, nor makes any doubt but the 
Holdliet of all Men ſhall riſe again unto 
Judgment. All yo! 


u pretend to gather from 
© 7 not it ſelf ſuffi- 
cient to immortalize the Body: But to 
this you have your ſelf given a full an- 


ter, that No Body ever thought it was. 


Note; your Emendati- 


= Te Words you cite from Theophilus 
Antiochenus, (Sed. 13,) relate wholly 


to the Queſtion concerning the ſtate of 
Adam in Paradiſe, whether he was crea- 


ted Mortal'or Immortal in that State + 


Nothing therefore can be gathered from 
thence, concerning the Nature of a ſeparate 


Soul. Theophilus determines, that He was 


neither Mortal nor Immortal 


on, £56 wa for ys wv, in 
this Wallage of Tbeophilus, 
is without ground. For 


che Senſe ot, { «Ss 
ſuppoſe by yds 0870 7 
vir, ] I dare not aſſert 


That neither, far my part; 
anſwering to [sd re 
bauer] in the preceding 
ine; As any one that plea» 
ſes co compare your Book, 
may obſerve. 


originally by his Creation; 


that is (as you your ſelf 
explain it, pag. 46.) God 
neither defign'd for him 
| Corporal Death, nor Cc ar por al 
Immortality; but he was ca- 
pable of being either, ac- 
cording as he ſhould behave 
himſelf: But whether Adam 
before his Fall was in that 


Senſe naturally i#-mortal, or naturally 


mortal; what is this to the Soul ? which, 


ſuppoſing. Adam never ſo mortal, you 


your ſelf acknowledge does not periſh by 


that | Mortality which denominates a 


Man 
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Man Mortal, that is, the Diſſolution of 
8 
His ſaying that from that Text, Gen. 

2, 7, moſt Men [n ſtiled the Soul 
immortal ; does not imply (as you ima- 
gine) that Theophilus himſelf thought it 
Mortal; but it implies ſome doubt con- 

cerning the proper uſe of the Word 

e551, which (as has been before no- 
ted) ſeemed to many of the Antients to 


imply as much as 4 Neceſſarily-ex- 


iſting, (in the Senſe that St Paul ſays of 
God, 1 Tim. 6, 16, 5Mir@ Lv d$araciar 
that He only hath Immortality ) or at 
| leaſt to ſignify an indefectible State of 
Virtue and Happineſs : And therefore it 
is, that he ſays concerning Adam, Ei d. 


9 n * 300 * * ! 
vr du q ar dgyns net, Tidy av mem: 


If Adam had been made originally immortal, 
he had been made a God. 
lt is alſo further to be obſerved from 


this paſſage of Theophilus, that the Text 


you fo Gee allude to, Cer. 2, 7, 


was de Tos N * moſt of the Antient, un- 


derſtood in a Senſe directly contrary to 

your Notion of the 27% ſignifying in that 
place a Mortal Principle. And it is with 
very extraordinary difficulty, that you 
here labour to ſuppoſe, that Lee] thoſe 
moſt Men whom Theophilus affirms to have 
collected the Immortality of the Soul from 
this Text of Scripture, were not Chriſtzans, 


hat 


4 
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but gither Jewiſh Phariſees or Heathen Phi- 


loſophers : which Suppoſition of Heathen 


Philoſophers proving the Immortality of 


the Soul from a Text of Scripture ; and that 
a Chriſtian Writer ſpeaking of moſt Mens 


Senſe concerning a Text of Scripture, 
ſhould . thereby mean the Senſe of Hea- 
then Philoſophers ; This, I ſay, with all 


that follows in that Section, is ſo ex- 


tremely abſurd, as to need no Confuta- 


tion. 


Tertulllan does indeed ſuppoſe the 
Soul to be Material ; from whence it muſt - 
alſo neceffarily be confeſſed to follow 


that it would be naturally Mortal; and 


0 one can (as you ſay, "Sep. 14.) be- 
| Heve ſuch a Soul as he ſuppoſes, to be in- 


dependent on Matter in its own Nature. 
All this is very true; and yet even This 


feems to be nothing to your purpoſe. 


For though the natural Mortality of the 
Soul is- indeed a neceſſary Conſequence of 


Jertullian's Doctrine; yet, ſince Tertul- 


lian did not ſee nor own that Conſe- 


quence ; and, if he had ſeen the Conſe- 
quence, would have diſowned the Do- 


ctrine ; his Authority (Which is what you 
would make uſe of) is not for you, 


though the Conſequence of his Doctrine be; 
And therefore you are guilty of a very 
N * when you ſay (pag. 


55-9 
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55.) that the Church had not declared a- 
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gainſt this Doctrine of Tertullian, which 
ſuppoſed the Souls natural Mortality : For 
his Doctrine did not ther ſuppoſe it, tho 
our Philoſophy ſhows it to be indeed a 
Conſequence. He ſays expresſly in ma- 
ny places of his Book de Anima, that the 
Soul is immortal: He reckons this among 
thoſe Opinions of the Philoſophers 
which gave occaſion to Hereſies, that 


* ſome of them denied the Im- 


mortality of the Soul He 


denied Þ that the Soul grew 
or tncreaſed in 
notwithſtanding he thought 


it Material; leaſt it ſhould 


follom from thence, that it 


ſubſtance, 


* Al11 immortalem negant 
Annan. cap. 84. 

Cæterum animam ſub- 
ſtantia creſcere negaudum 
eſt, nec etiam decreſcere 
ſubſtantia dicatur atq; ita 
& defectum credatur. cap. 
37. 


was capable likewiſe of periſhing - He 


ſtrongly * oppoſes the Opini- 
on of thoſe who thought 


the Soul received Nouriſb- 


ment ; leaſt from thence like- 


wiſe it ſhould follow that it 


was liable to periſh : He ex- 
presſly affirms, f that a/ 
Mankind, without excepti- 


on, ſhall riſe again to eternal 


Happineſs or Puniſhment : 


And many other ſuch Paſ- 


Auferenda eſt Argumen. 
tatoris occaſio, qui, quod 
anima deſiderare videatur 
alimenta, hine quoq; mor- 
talem eam intelligi cupit, 
quæ cibis ſuſtineatur, de- 


niq; derogatis eis evigeſ- 


cat, poſtremo ſubtractis in- 
tercidat. cap. 38. 
＋ Reſtituetur mne huma- 


num genus exinde in 


immenſam Aternitatis per- 
petuitatem. Id. in Apologe- 
rico. 


ſages are to be found in his Works. Tou 
ſeem to be aware of this, when you ſay, 
that Tertullian does indeed own the actual 


F. 9 


Immor- 


2 922 
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Immortality of the Soul: But then, what 
you infinuate in your next Words, [E- 
ſpectally of all who were, upon that account, 
obliged to come over as Proſelytes upon the 
Publication of the Goſpel, is extremely 
unfair; ſince Tertullians Words, being 


every where as univerſal as can be, are 


directly contrary to what you would in- 


ſinuate by the Word Eſpecially. 


And here upon occafion of the Paſſages 


you cite out of Tertullian, concerning 
the Propagation of the Soul ex traduce, and 
its having a Humane Shape and Difference 


of Sex ; I cannot forbear propoſing it to 
your more calm and ſerious conſiderati- 
on, whether your manner of citing the 
Fathers, by picking out chiefly ſuch Sen- 
tences, wherein for want of Philoſophy 
they were evidently miſtaken, and which 
can only be of diſſervice to Religion, 
and tend to confirm profane Men in their 


Mockery and Contempt ; is not a very 


ill reprefentation of thoſe Writers, and 


a very ill manner of ſhowing your regard 
to them. I believe, ſhould any other 


Perſon do the like upon any other Phi- 
lofophical Subject, you would immedi- 
ately look apon him as doing it with an 
ill deſign, and deſerving a very ſevere 


Cenſure. 


What 


. 
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What you ſay (Se. 16.) concerning 
Tertullian's deriving the Humane Soul 
wes the Flatus Vite mention'd Gen. 2, 

- proves, not that he thought the 
800 Mortal, becauſe you groundlesſly - 
interpret that Text ſo; but that he un- 
derſtood that Text contrary to what you | 
have done, becauſe he clearly declares the 
soul derived thence to be immortal: As 
I have before ſhown particularly concern- 
ing Irenens, And what you offer in the 
reſt of that Paragraph, concerning proper 
Immortality belonging only to God, 1s all 
entirely againſt your ſelf, and not in the 
leaſt againſt our Notion ; as has likewiſe 
been proved before. 


; The Words you cite out of St Cypriar, 
(Se@F, 18.) arc evidently nothing to your 
purpoſe ; being ſpoken only concerning 

regeneration or the nem birth in the moral 

Senſe, without any the leaſt hint of any 

zatural mortality of the Souls of thoſe 

who are not regenerated. Arnobius, il 


your ſelf acknowledge to have his Para 
doxes on this Subject; that he was but a 
C atechumen, when he wrote his Boot; and 
was not truly inſtructed in the Chriſtian 
Doctrine. But, you lay, he is more to 
be regarded, when 5 ſpeaks conformably to 
the Suſe of other Catholick Doctors of that 
early Age, that is, when you think he 


ſa 5% 
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ſays any thing agreeable to that Notion 
which you not truly attribute to the Fa- 
thers. And yet even He, does not ſay 

any thing really agreeable to that Noti- 

. on. For though he does indeed blame 

the boldneſs of certain Platoniſts for ſup- 

* Animus, poſing the Soul to be “ zeceſſarily Immor- 

TO a Tal, to have come from Heaven, and to 

vobis & return thither again of courſe at the diſ- ' 

wei olle ſolution of the Body ; running out with 

&c, 1ib, 2, much oratorical Liberty upon the weak- 

neſs of thoſe Mens Arguments for the 
Immortality of the Soul; and does Him- 
ſelf contend that the Soul is of a 

F middle Nature, neither 

T Medieras ergo quædam, mortal, nor immortal, but 

& animarum anceps ambi- £4 * 

guaq; natura, Gr. lib. 2. capable of either condition 

ee be: according to its behaviour; 
yet all this he does purely upon That 
Argument, that whatever had a begin- 
ning muſt alſo neceſſarily be capable of 
being deſtroyed ; and that whatever is 
poſſible, muſt needs in its Nature be liable 
to periſh ; and accordingly therefore ap- 

ENT _ plies it to Angels * and all 

ras 3 5 5 other Created Beings what- 

mine quocunq; ſunt alio, ſoever, in the very ſame 
du icaz's & ipſi ſunt mediz, Senſe as he does to Men: 

e which is not the Notion of 

; | Mortality Jou are contend- 

ing for, And when he ſuppoſes the 

Souls of the Wicked to periſh finally, 

(which 


A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


(which yon imagine to be for your pur- 
poſe ;) he underſtands it of 41 the 
damned, as wel] thoſe that had heard the 
Goſpel, as thoſe that had not; and thoſe 

ved theahirit, as ; thoſe that 
m all to be de- 


had not ʒ conceivil 
ſtroyed by the Pol 
ach Puniſhment upon them, and not 
that any die by a natural mortality. 


* 


Lactantins is throughout his whole 


Work as full and expreſs againſt you, as 
any Author that ever wrote either before 
or fince, So that your perverting his 
Words to favour your Notion, is really, 
what upon ſecond Thoughts you your 


ſelf will hardly excuſe. I ſhall firſt 
ſhow briefly, how clearly he aſſerts the 
natural Immortality of the Soul, and then 


conſider in how very extraordinary a 
manner you miſrepreſent him. 


God inflicting 


47 


He approves * that Noti- * Licer verum de anima 
on of Plato, which you + immortalitate ſentiret, c. 


lib. 7. 8. 


ſo often condemn, concern- f pag, 33, 66 Ge. 


ing the natural [mmortality 


| of the Soul : He declares #* Apparet animam non 


* ½% interire, neq; diſſolvi, ſed 
that * the Soul does not P eriſh manere in Sempiternum, lib, 


nor is diſſolved, but endures 3. x 9. 
for ever He is very large 


and particular in F confuting all E lib. 7,8 


tius's Arguments againſt the natural Im. 


mortality of the Soul: He affirms, that 
: / * at 


Cc. 
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; | 1 1 Wag _ * 1 * at Death the Body returns 
[ Lerxra e l | | 
ex cæleſti Spiritu, id con- 10 the Barth 3 but That Part 


ſtat ac viget Semper, you? of ourſelves , which God 


am divinus Spiritus ſempi- rt. | 
derbe oft. 1. breathed into as, endures 


TTY | anq gives for eder; And 
| + Ergo anima, quæ fragi- 48 that + the Soul is 


lis non eſt, in æternum ma- „ 2 ble, „ 
net; quomam Origo ejus æ- 


rerna eſt. ibid. for eder; becauſe it proceeded 
| from an eternal Original- 
IS * Declaravi, ut opinot a- And concludes 5 * think, 
| 2 eſſe ſolubilem. ſaith he, I have ſufficiently 
e proved the Soul is not di ſſol- 
| vible. He exprefles himſelf in the very 
ſame manner concerning the natural 
duration of wicked Souls, as of good 
ones. The Effect of that Death, ſaith 
2 he, which wicked Souls are 
* Cujus ( mortis] non ea hint 1 . 
vis eſt, ur injuſtas animas Subjet to, * nb e extin- 
extinguat omnino, 9 ut guiſbing of them, but the Pu- 
; puniar in aternum. Eim a. A | 9 = 
| pænam, ſecundam mortem miſp wh then eternal 1 1 his 
nominamus, quæ eſt & ip- Puniſhment we call the ſecond 
| ſa perpetua, ſicut & im Death which is it ſelf alſo : 


morcalitas. —— Mors Secun- 


| da, eſt æterni doloris per- perpetual, as eternal Happi- 


| petſio ; Mors eſt animatum 7% 55 5 The ſecond Death, 
| pro merits ad æterna ſup- 


| plicia damnatio. /ib. 2, $12. 7 the ſuffering eternal Tor- 
| f ment; the damnation of 
; Souls to eternal Puniſhment, according to 
| + Sicur their Deſerts. Again : As the Life of the 
© 3 Soul, faith + he, 7s eternal, in which it 
| | rerna eſt, in qua divinos & ineloquibiles immortalitatis ſux A; 
 fratus capir;, ita & mors ejus perpetua fir neceſſe eſt, in qua pe- 
rennes pænas & infiuita ormenta pro peccatis ſuis pendet. Iib. 7. 


0 J 11. | 


injoys 


— 


- 
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injoys divine and unſpeakable Happineſs a 
ſo its Death alſo muſt needs be eternal, in 
which it indures everlaſting Puniſhment and 
endleſs Torments for its Sins. And again: 
Death, ſaith * he, does _ : 
2 6 12 R Mors autem non fundi- 
Hot deftr oy and extingniſh tus perimit ac delet, ſed æ- 
| the Soul, but ſubjeFs it to ternis afficit cruciatibus. lib. 
eternal Torments, And that “. 
| all this might not poſſibly be un- 
derſtood either of your imortalixing 
Spirit, or of the mere Will and Plegſare © 
of God, (ſuſtaining the Soul and cauſing it 
to endure beyond the original capacity 
of its own Nature; he adds expresſly in 
the very next Words, (as if he had fore- 
_ . ſeen and deſigned to prevent your Hypo- 
theſis.) that the reaſon why the Soul is 
ſubject to ſuch endleſs Puniſhments, is 
| becauſe it was created originally immor- 
tal, and therefore cannot die: For the 
Soul, ” ſays he, nas bo Nam interire prorſus ani- 
ly periſh and be extinguiſhed, ma non poteſt ; quoniam ex 
becauſe it has its Original Dei Spiritu, qui OI, 
from the Spirit of God [he Sem os fs 
means that which you call the my) 
Gen. 2, 7,] which is eternal. And a- 
gain; in Anſwer to that Objection, 
* how that which is immortal, 7 4133 2 
25 i eſt immortalis An- 
can be capable of ſuffering; ma, quomodo patibilis indu- 
he has theſe remarkable citur & pænæ ſentiens? lib. 
Words: Meng Souls, ſaith lions * 
, ; (G | — 


The 
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* Ejus naturæ reddi ani- : 
mas, ut, ft hon exritiguibi- + he, though they are not ca 


Jes in totum, quoniam 'ex pable of being utterly extin- 
Deo ſunt, tamen cruciabiles mw becanſe they are of 


fiant per corporis maculam, 
quæ peccatis inuſta ſenſum Divine Original; 3 yet by be- 


| doloris attribuit. ibid. ing immerſed in Senſe, and 


depraved by Sin, they become 
liable to Miſery and Torment. And again: 
* What wonder is it, faith 


*Quidergo mirum, ficum he if Souls, notwithſtanding 
ſint immortales animæ, tamen 


patibiles in: Dev ? 57. that they are immortal, are 
yet capable of having Puniſh 
ment in fucked upon them by God ? 

Moſt of theſe Paſſages, which are as 
remarkably full and dear againſt you, 

as if the Author had written on purpoſe 
to oppole your Hypotheſis, you inexcuſa- 
bly paſs over without notice. And from 
theſe Paſſages any one may eaſily ob- 
ferve, how very grosſly, I had almoſt 
ſaid beyond Example, you miſrepreſent 
thoſe other places which you do cite 
from him. The Paſſages which you 
cite, pag. 70, wherein La antins affirms. 
Immortality not to be the neceſſary 
Condition of ovr Nature, but the 8 
ward of our Virtue; are all plainly meant, 
not of Perpetuity of Duration, (which 
he every where affirms to belong neceſſa- 
rily to our Nature) but of the eternal inde- 
fectible Happineſs of Heaven ; which this 
Author always means by the word Jmmor- 
ality, as alone deſerving that e 
8 TIRES | 
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Title ; notwithſtanding that at the ſame 

time he expresſly and conſtantly affirms 

the oppoſite ſtate to be of equal durati- 

on and perpetuity. Thus when, ſpeak- _ 
ing of that ſecond Death, which he ſays 
* does mot extinguiſh wicked 1 . EO 
Souls, but ſubjects them to 1. Me inluas eren 
endleſs Miſery, he ſays, that omnino, {ed ut puniat in _w_ 
That likewiſe is of perpetual cundam . 
Duration, as Immortality al- mus; Rwy _ & ipſa perpe- 
ſo is; tis evident that by jj, 12. 
Immortality he means to ex- res 
preſs, not Duration, but Happineſs : 
And in the place which.you cite to prove 
that he did not think Immortality natural 
to Men, he in expreſs words declares that 
by Immortality he means F + ye Inmortalitatem de- 
the unſpeakable and eternal licate aſſequerentur ac mol- 
Hepineſe of Heaven « And ir , tn 
when he ſays K there would ſumma cum difficulcate, M . 


"I a . , 770 lib. 7. S 3. . | 
be no difference betwixt Jjust. ee in- 
and unjuſt, no ſuch thing as ter juſtum & injuſtum; fi- 


all Men were born Immortal; “““ tali fert. ibid. 

*tis very evident from the Thread of his 
Diſcourſe, that he means, if Men were 
born originally, and without undergoing 
any Trial, into ſuch a State, “cum poſſet ſemper Spi- 


& | ritibus ſuis immortalibus, in- 
25 the Good Angels are now numerabiles animas procre- 


In, and the Saints ſhall be are ſicut Angelos genuit, qui- 


- 9 2 ian bus Immortalitas fine ullo 
in after the Reſurrection, malorum periculo ac metu 
namely a State of Indefecti- conſtat, &c. ibid. 


G 2 ble 


4 
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q | ble Virtue and Happineſs ; then the 
Nature of Rewards and Puniſhments, 
would be taken away. Again; Thoſe 
Paſſages which you cite pag 71. 
wherein you ſuppoſe that Lacfantius by 
that imortal Spirit which God pit or in- 
1 ' ſpired into an Earthly Body, means, not 
* the natural Soul of Mew, 2 the Divine 
Spirit received in our Saviours regenerating 
Baptiſm, as a new Principle of Immorta- 
| tins Theſe Paſſages, I ſay, if to any one 
| that pleaſes to compare the places, they 
3 1 7, do not appear to be F all and every one 
= 15.5 of them clearly ſpoken on the contrary, 
4&5. concerning that natural Soul, which 
God is ſaid to have breathed into Man, 
Gen 2, 7; it will not be eaſie to con- 
ceive how any Man can poſſibly expreſs 
his meaning in Words: And when from 
this Paſſage, [ Fits corpore, ſpiravit ei ani- 
mam de vitali fonte Spiritus ſus, qui eſt 
perennis ; ; ut f Anima ſuperaverit, que ex 
Deo oritur, fit Immortalis & in perpetua 
luce verſetur] you 2075 that the Soul is 
| Immortal, only conditionally, if it be vi- 
| Forious ; your miſrepreſentation of the 
Paſlage, is very extraordinary: For. the 
1 Words are not one entire Sentence, as 
any one would imagine them to be „ 
your manner of citing them; but two 
„ Paſſages, at a Page diſtance from each 
[ | other . and not. Anima (as you ſeem to 
| : . | under- 
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underſtand it) but Homo is the Nomina- 
tive Caſe to fit immortalis & in perpetua 
Lace verſetur; And ſo far is the Author, 
from making the Souls immortality con- 
ditional, by theſe Words; that directly 
on the contrary be in this very Sentence 
means to ſay, that the Soul muſt of Ne- 


53 


ceſſity be [mrmortal in all circumſtances ; i 


only "wich this difference, 
that F if a Man lives after 
the Spirit, his Immortality 
ſhall be a Happy one; but if 
he live after the Fleſh, his 
Immortality uſt be a Miſe- 
rable one. When therefore 
you ſay, that the way, ac- 


+ Ex rebus diverſis ac re- 
pugnantibus Homo faQtus eſt ; 
ut, ſi Anima ſv craverit, 
quæ ex Deo oritur, ſit immor- 
talis & in perpetua luce ver- 
ſetur; ſi autem Corpus vice- 
rit,— ſit in tenebris ſempi. 
ternis & in Morte. Cujus 
Mortis] non ea vis eſt, ut in- 
juſtas auimas extinguat omni- 
no, ſed ut. puniat in æternum. 


cordiug to Lactantius, taken 
by Providence, for making 
Mans aFual Mortality or Immortality the 
Reward or Puniſhment of his Free-will was 
to joyn his Soul to his Body immediately, 


lib. 27 12. 


which being it ſelf Frail and Mortal, could 


not ſecure the Soul from actual „ ortalit ; 
and That this he ſuppoſes would make the 
Complex of the Soul aud Body actually Mor- 
tal; you might with the ſame "Tenth, 
and with as much appearance of Reaſon, 
have ſaid, that La&antins wrote his 
Book with a -deſi gn to diſprove the 
whole Chriſtian Religion, or any other 
particular Article of it whatſoever. 
Again, when LaFantins ſays, that 
HR; - * ſruce 
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* Quia temporalem vi- * ſince this Temporal Life is 


tam temporalis mors ſequi- 
tur, 7 — eſt ut 2 Succeeded by Temporal Death, 


gant animæ ad vitam peren- it follows that the Soul muſt 
nem, quia finem 116. tem, riſe again to eternal! Life, 
* eee becauſe temporal Deatb has an 

End; It is 2 very great and 


palpable miſrepreſentation, to infer from 


theſe words, (as you do, pag. 73, ) that 


LaGantins was ſo far from owning the Im- 


mortality of the Soul, as natural to it, that 
he ſeems to own its actual Death, for the 


ſpace between the Death of the Body and the 


Relei, and therefore aeribes the Re. 


ſurreFion to the Soul as well as the Body. 
For what can be a groſſer miſrepreſenta- 
tion of any Author, than from one ſingle 


. Paſſage (even ſuppoſing that Paſſage not 
reconcileable with the reſt,) to affirm 


that his Opinion was juſt contrary to 
what he largely and expresſly almoſt 


in every Page of his Book declares it to 


be? But after all, this Paſſage is not dit- 


ficult to be reconciled ; For when he 
who ſays a hundred times in his Book, 


that the Soul has no dependence on the 
Body, but ſubfiſts as well and better af- 
ter it is ſeparated from 'it, ſays in one 
ſingle Paſſage that Mens Souls do [ reſar- 


gere] riſe again to eternal Life; can any 


thing be more evident than that his 


meaning is, that the Souls ſhall be 
Þ united 
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united again to their Bo- 4 Deo corporibus indu- 
dies at the Reſurrection be- aur zn — 


fore the Judgment ? It is [ 
an eaſie Figure, and very uſual = | 
| 


entur. ibid. 21, 


the beſt Authors, and in the Scrip— 
ture it Self, to ſignify by the Word 
Soul] the ſame as Per ſon] in general: | 
Thus Gen. 46, 26, AU. the Souts that ; | 
came with Jacob into Egypt, Ge. And Lev 10 
5, 2. If a Soul touch any unclean thing, 
&c. In which places nothing can be i 
more abſurd than to underſtand Soul in | jt 
i 

| 


the ſtrict and proper Senſe of the Word: 
And yet there is juſt as much Reaſon ſo 
to do, as, from the Paſſage now cited, 
to conclude that LaFantins, contrary to 
what he expresſly declares in almoſt eve- 
ry Page of his Book, was of Opinion 
that the Soul died with the Body. Had 
not the World deſervedly an Opinion of 
your great Learning, there would be no 
need to take notice of ſuch extraordina- 
ry miſconſtructions: Which really, Sir, 
in your repreſentation of this Author, 
appear to have proceeded from greater 
Prejudice, or greater Want of Care, 
than Men of your known Abilities are or- 
dinarily guilty of. At laſt you come off, 
pag. 75, with ſaying that LaFantinss. 
Reaſonings either prove or are conſiſtent 
with a precarious Immortality ; at leaſt 
even by our modern Reafonings, do not im- 
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ply any Mecelſity f of an Immortality by 
Nature: 3 [ beſeech you, ever 
taught a other Immortality of the 
Soul, than a precarious one; that is, de- 
pending on the pleaſure of God Almigh- 
ty? or who ever imagined, that any 
thing which was yer» and had a begin- 
ning, was not alſo capable of Being de- 
ſtroyed and havinganend, if God ſhould 
fo pleaſe? 


You begin with St Athanaſins(Sef. 21.) 
very ominouſly; Acknowledging that 
he does indeed own the Doctrine of the 
Souls Immortality, as a Doctrine of the 
Church e Which he does, not only in 

* the Words you cite from 


on 5 wi advert him, but alſo largely and 
7 N. xa N &” 


vpe et , 7 l. fully in many other places 


x, M ,Z z. O- Of bs Oratio contra Gentes z 
. f 47 in e 4. ſtiling the Soul F retionsl 


Aly, N SUM Ag) 141 xl 4” and immortal; affirming 


I . ; tbia. x | 
* H, 4 Gn 1d that * when bs 7s ſeparated | 


mas aAoy, dmnubeioa from the Body, it will have 


wo 


P od], — garegorh. 4 much clearer knowledg e of 


„ EH AA απν,H⅝(cl,ug vd 


oy i wid, its own Immortality ; 2 
; proving its Immortality di- 
+ k. ;ftingtly, from ſeveral Topicks and Ar- 
aul, © guments : If the Soul, faith f he, be di- 


eavinys 0 28 
ig eg re g Tae, fe T6 * evg Ay un 
7dr TN £m Paley Grat, TW 141) Arai N T9 d. ibid. 


ſtinci 


and value themſelves upon 
| their Rational Faculties, oa 


- 


. 


from the Body, muſt be immortal: And 
again ; The Soul, ſaith * he, N 
therefore meditates and thinks 
upon things immortal and e- 
ternal, becauſe it is it ſelf Im 


wo 


mortal; For as the Body, 


neceſſarily, that the Soul, being diſtinct 


* Ad xn 8 H avd- 
yam N atdyie NouCeria 3y 


Kal dert cn cowl 
Sr Tvy2avorl@r, On 


E J At Tir dere du, b 
| berng 21 ſelf | Mortal, has all > hr d ug dei v t - 


5 OM - edenY x, oy tho ulony F Ju- 
. eee on yl . 
tal things; ſo the Soul, whoſe Stare dvai *, dd Liv 
Faculties are employed about ibid. 5 
immortal things, muſt it ſeif 

of neceſſity be immortal and live for ever: 

Theſe Arguments are plainly drawn from 


the Nature of the Soul ſh, and are di- 
realy - contrary to your | 


otion of an 
Immortalizing Spirit or Will of God : 
And accordingly, ſpeaking of the Hea- 


thens, he expreſſes himſelf in the very 


ſame manner concerning Their Souls in 
particular; If they pretend to believe, ſaith 
+ he, that they have a Soul, 4 5 Juli dE 


AvY 11G A gy wit 
: g „„ ie A rem ron, an 
they juſtly s why, 4s if. oc at EcorTes Tux iy, meg: 
they had no Soul, do they act miyov nauio, x d e 
contrary to Reaſon, and not 
think as they ought to do, but 


\ 


dye g £4UT%NG N F Octs -e 


; «vxiv A Mn - 


nabe God a Being meaner XovTis ty us Bemubplu ) mu- 
hs Eng © amis, T Indy &y mls Bremagts ! 
vyeic Y nn Ati. ibid. 

= thanx 
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inct from the Body; as we ' have before = 
1 — 8 and the Body 15 mortal 4 1: —— 


— 


heres, wreidq oy aSdvrarO . 


Cal. aux de Her, Y on 


gesrein oe ane xge]- 


8 II Mr Dotwilk 
18 themſelves ? For havin eee 
immortal "and inviſible Soul, yet 
457 rale God like to things viſe Ate 
and mortal. When therefore to 4 
aca ed s general Aſſertion | concern- 
ing the Immortality of the Soul, you 
anſwer, that That does not concern 
your Cauſe, becauſe your Queſtion is 
not whether the Soul be Immortal, but 
whether it be In mortal in its own Narure; 
you are guilty of a very great Fallacy : 
For if by the Souls being Inmortul in its 
own Nature, you tntend to expreſs what 
we mean, that the Soul by the powers 
given it at its firſt Creation is naturally 
able to continue for ever; then Athana- 
fins's Aﬀertion does concern your Cauſe; 
becauſe, in all the places now cited, 
he expresſly maintains the natural ont. 
 #ality of the Soul in that Senſe: But if by 
Immortal in its own Nature, you mean 
neceſſarily Immortal, as God is; then 
neither Azharaſius, nor we, nor perhaps 
any Body elſe, ever meant that the Soul 
was Immbrtal in its own Nature. 
From the Paſſages therefore now cited, 
wherein debaraſins fo expresſly and very 
largely afferts the natural Immortality 
of the Soul, tis very reaſonable to con- 
_ clude, that all thoſe Paſſages in His Book 
a Þrearatione - verbs Dei, which you 
| Underſtand to imply a en "Mort 


” 


7 of ie Soul, ought (that they may not 
be inconſiſtent with what he ſo fully and 


expreſly aſſerts elſewhere,) to be under- 


ſtood concerning that natural Mortality 


which is the Diſſolution of the | Body 
and Separation of the Soul, without de- 


termining what becomes of the Soul after 
that Separation. And thoſe Paſſages _ 
may the better be underſtood in that 
Senſe, becauſe they are all ſpoken con- —_ 
cerning that Mortality Adam incurred-by 


his Sin in Paradice; the Conſequence of 
whieh Mortality, with reſpeck to the 
State of the Soul ſeparated thereby from 
the Body, antecedent to the Promiſe of 
Chriſt, was not a Queſtion neceſſary to 
be entered into. And this js ſtill the 


more confirmed by This, that even thoſe 


Phraſes, dad ru AMR, pegs ehe 
bv n 54 Sd e, Nn and the like; 
which ſeems at firſt ſight to make the 


moſt for your purpoſe; tis plain need 


not be underſtood to expreſs the total 
Extinction ar utter Annihilation of Adam, 
if Chriſt had never been promiſed; but 
either his having no ground to expect 
any Reſtoration to his former ſtate by a 


ReſurreFion of the Body; which ſeems to 


be the meaning of them in ſome places; 
or elſe (which is evidently their Signifi- 
cation in ſome other places,) Death's 
continuing to prevail and extend it ſelf over 
e H 2 bis 
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x his Poſterity : Thus, Mpen Adam had fit 


* Tim 3 Mresheu, or 480 


WKURLORY) Y @AStoy * ND 
quoy 10K Kab. dA 7 


Vins, 9 5 Y e Toig 


Gen Ut afbgwror 
BY, gt ogwy deo D 
eig AKE0Uy, dM w.T RA 
Nen , eilte bot, Abdi 
29 216 2 for 2 — 
Oi q qui TAHioy 7 Ja. 
vel Tu XeamionT@, » 9 X 7 


o ves mega, N oh 


dvb ge, 70 1 7 7 Aeg 
env YO Ledige w. De 
Inca. nat. Verbi. 


ned, ſaith * he, Death en- 
3 tred into the World; and this 


Deſtruction prevailed more 


and more over the whole Race 


of Mankind. For Men en- 


.creaſed and multiplied their 


Sins beyond meaſure : And 
therefore Death prevailing 
more and more, and this 


Deſtruct ion continuing to 


have Dominion over Mey, 


the whole Race of Mankind : 


was loft. 


The ſame thing (namely that the Phra- 
ſes before-mentioned do not fignifie the 
total extinction of Adam both Sou] and 

Body, if Chriſt had never been promi- 
Fd; but only That Mortality which is 
the Diſſolution of the Body and ſeparati- 


on of the Soul; 


:) may alſo be gathered 


from thoſe other Expreflions of the ſame 
Author in his Book de Incarnatione Chri- 
ſti, from ſome of which you very unrea- 
- Aſonablyendeavour (pag. 85.) to conclude 
the direct contrary. For when he \ peaks 
of the Souls being held [ir owls] in 
1 Bonds, and | & tows dare] in the Bonds 
. „ of Death ; tis plain this does not fignifie + 
Wo the Extinction of the Soul, but its con- 
EO finement to [e] the ' ſeparate State. 
1 And therefore, ſ peaking of Chriſt's de- 
t  lvering 
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livering Men from that Mortality which 
was the Conſequence of Adam's Sin, * 


ſaith ; * To that place where 
the Bod) ly of Man was corrup- 


ted, 1 A did the Body of > 7 5 


( i 


Sat A x) Ju Je- 
en 70 * yds o 
fle ves le qu Ino 70 71 0 
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where the Soul of Man wa 


"pv y Aubgari vi ty Ja. 
ye 
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detained in Death, thither Rec: vl avIgunivlw Wo 


did Chriſt go with bir Hu- 
mane Soul” &c. In which 
Paſſage tis evident, that by 
the Words 1 v Jux n Aub ferien : £9 
dre] the Soul of Man was detained 
in Death, is not meant the Extinction of 
| wo Soul, but its Confinement to [Ae 
tha; 


linar. 15. # 


peared that juſt the contrary was intend- 
ed: The Words are theſe ; God, faith 
he, paſſed upon Man 4 dn. 


Xx. Tap bs ay, &c. 
a. 0 70 contra . 


arate State, to which the Soul of 
deſcended. And in that very _ 
Paſſage, where from the Souls being con- 
cerned in the Sentence [ et) ; 
_ thou ſhalt ſurely die, you would infer the 
Extinction of the Soul; if you had cited 
the Words at length, it would have ap- 


ble $ entence of Pu Puniſhment ; 


* - fhalt thoureturn ; and fo the 


Body turged into orruption ʒ 
And to his Soul, Thou ſhalt I: 
| Are die; ; and fo the Mans 


amp 


ſaying to his earthly Body, | 
Duſt thou art, aud unto Duſt 


1 Arx, T T7 weln TW 
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was 


„ —ä—j 


was ſeparated, and condemned to depart i 15 
to two different places; From the laſt of 
which Words it is very evident, that by 


applying that Threatning Load ama] 

' thou ſhalt ſurely, die, to the Soul; he 

did not mean its Hxrincbion, hut its 

Soeparatiom and C onfinement to — vio 
ſeparate Stats A 

„„ citation out of this Author, 

0 pag. 86 ) is very remarkable. Againſt 

certain Heriticks who taught Th the 

Soul was corporeal, he argues from thoſe 

Words of our Saviour, Fear not them 

that kill the Body, but cannot kill the Soul. 

nge Bf N 775 laith * he, the Soul be, as 

, Judt, e ys Appollinar ſts. . 

Ty Y oviagJeige nu; mos corpareal ; why. We, 

EL 1 dos 2y Kat killed ad periſii with "The B- 

N eee Bi De dy El and why:doth St Peter, 

imo. lues, contra 4 4pol. Neben of 3 Souls, 

n call them Spirits? Here you 

* the LAB Nx fleſhly OT Or po- 

real Soul, 5s. plainly | oppoſed to the an- 

tanz] Spiritual Soul, and for that. rea- 

fon is ſuppoſed as. capable of being filled 

by Mex, as the Body it ſelf. ls not. this 

very extraordinary ?: when the plain and 

expreſs meaning of Ai banaſius, is to 

ſhow that there can be no ſuch 

thing at all as [orgund xd 4 Helly r 

or corporeal Soul; becauſe, if there 

„ was, it would be capable of being kil. 


le 
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led, which our Saviour fays cannot 
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All tk at you ſay, Seck. 23, ſeems to be 


utterly Unintelligible: And thoſe words 

in particular, pag. 91, (which I have be- 

fore had an occaſion to take notice of,) 

where you ſuppoſe the Soul to be Some- 

. thing diſtin both from Spirit, and alſo 
from Matter and Motion; that is to ſay, 
a Material Form; an ative Subſtantial 
Principle, diftin® from Matter, pet depen- 
ding on Matter in eſſe, ip fieri, in operari, 
pm; which muſt accordingly be dfſolved on 
the diſſolation of that Matter on which 

it depends + Theſe words, I ſay, appear 
fo very abſurd and contradictory in them- 
ſelves, that no Confutation of them can 
be ſtronger than the bare tranſcribing 


* 


1 N 3 * U 4 * 
them. o 
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You ſeem very certain, Sect. 24, that 
your Doctrine can have no ill Influence up- 
on Mens prefent Practiſe ; becaufe, tho 
you affert indeed the natural Mortality 
of the Soul, yet you teach at the fame 
time, that the Souls of all thofe, who - 
hear of the Cofpel, ' whether they im-' 
brace it or no, fhall be actually immor- _ 
talixed; and fo bad Men can take no ad- 
vantage of the Doctrine concerning the 
Natural Mortality of the Soul, to en- 

e ..._ - 0Qurage 
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courage themſelves in their Wickedneſs 


with the Hopes of Impunity. But can 
you really think, Sir, that it is a thing 


of no ill conſequence in Practiſe, to 


raiſe new diſputes, to fill the Minds of 
weak and unſtable Men with endleſs 


Doubts and Scruples, and the Mouths 
of the profane with new Topicks of 


Scepticiſm and Raillery, againſt the moſt 
important and fundamental Doctrines of 
all Religion? Or can you be indeed 


perſwaded, that ſuch Men as are pleaſed 


with ſome of your Notions, will as rea- 


dily admit all the reſt alſo? Youare forced 


to make a new and diſtin& Hypotheſis - 
upon every particular occafion.: You firſt 
ſuppoſe the Soul of Man naturally Mor- 
tal ; and then, to ſecure to good Men the 
Unchangeable State of Heaven, you are 


forced to ſuppoſe their Souls præternatu- 


rally immortalized to Happineſs by the 
Divine Spirit: Yet, becauſe all who re- 


ceive that Divine Spirit, do not ſo be- 
have themſelves as to be capable of the 


Happineſs of Heaven, you are forced 


+ Fremen. (though + unwillingly) to ſuppoſe ſome 
pag. 22, of them inimortalized by the ſame Di- 


compared 
wich your 


vine Spirit to puniſhment; And after 


Diſconſe this, leaſt thoſe who reject the Goſpel 
and never receive the Divine immorta- 
lizing Spirit at all, ſhould take advan- 
ity to em 
coura ge 


pag. 8 & 
+ 


tage of the Souls natural Mortal 
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courage themſelves with hopes of Impu- 
nity in their Wickedneſs, you are forced 
to fuppoſe Their Souls made immortal 
without any immortalizing Principal at 
all, by the mere Omnipotence and Arbi- 
trary Pleaſure of God. Now, all theſe 
Hypotheſes appearing very precarious 
and independent on each other; is, it not 
very obvious to perceive that profane Men 
will very gladly and with great advan- 
tage make uſe of all your Arguments for 
the Natural Mortality of the Soul; and 
drop the following parts of your Hypo- 
theſis? And indeed I cannot ſee, but 
you muſt in ſome meaſure be anſwerable 
for this ill Conſequence. For it is not 
enough to prevent the natural and obvi- 
ous ill conſequences of an Hypotheſi „ 
that a learned and ingenious Man is able 
to invent ſuch further Suppoſitions, and 
to find out ſuch Shifts and Diſtinctions, 
by which he ſhall think he can evade the 
force of thoſe Conſequences. There is 
hardly any Opinion ſo extravagant or of 
ſo miſchievous conſequence, but an in- 
genious Man may maintain it in ſuch 
manner, as that upon his whole Hypo- 
theſis it ſhall not be eaſie to charge him 
with any ill confequence, for which he 
will not be able to find ſome evaſion : 
And yet he that maintains it, muſt ne- 
vertheleſs be anſwerable for ſach ill Con- 
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ſequences, as are naturally apt to follow 
from the Opinion it ſelf, without the 
additional Hypotheſis which are made 
uſe of to ſalve it. The Epicureans, who 
taught that Pleaſure was the Chief Good, 
when they were charged with the obvi- 
ous ill Conſequences of that Doctrine, 


were provided to make ſuch ingenious 


Explications of it, that they thought 


themfelves abundantly able to evade all 
thoſe ill Conſequences that could be 


drawn from it: Yet that Doctrine was 
evidently a very pernicious Doctrine; 
and they who maintained it, could not 


be excuſed (as Cicero has largely ſhown) 


from being anſwerable for thofe Conſe- 
quences, which were but F 


au'd ile alt aur roger + il. too naturally drawn from it 
ud quzro, quid ei conſenta- by the generality of Men, 


eum fir dicere, qdi &c. c. ho would not attend to 


Fes. 


the Subtilties and Diſtincti- 
ons of thoſe Philoſophers. He that will 


ſuppoſe Men to have 20 Soul at all, but 


that their Life is entirely extinguiſhed at 
the Diſſolution of the Body ; and at the 
ſame time ſuppoſes that at the Reſurre- 
ction their Life hall be reſtored again, 
and continue for ever; will be ſure to 


pretend that no il] Conſequence can be 


drawn from his Doctrine, becauſe he 
ſuppoſes Men actually and in event as 
much Immortal, as if they had Souls real. 


I 
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-ly diſtinct from their Bodies : And yet 1 
believe you your ſelf make no doubt but 
That Opinion is a very pernicious one. 
He that will affirm that there is no other 
Subſtance in the World but Matter; and 
at the fame time ſuppoſes Matter capa- 
ble of all the fame Powers and Attri- 
butes, which we aſcribe to Spirit; may 
likewiſe with the ſame Reaſon pretend, 
fhat no ill Conſequence can be drawn 
from his Opinion: And yet no Body can 
doubt but ſuch an Opinion leads directly 
to Atheiſm. Tis not therefore ſo very 
clear, as you ſeem to ſuppoſe it to be, that 
none of thoſe Conſequences are to be 
charged upon you, which (if your whole 
Hypothefis be granted) you can find in 
deed a way of evading. 


Lou attempt to prove (SeF. 25) that 
the Immortalixing Principle was generally 
believed no Ingredient in the Nature of the 
Humane Soul among the Heathens them - 
ſelves; by ſaying, that the popular Hea- 
then, believed only their firſt Anceſtors to 
have been Gods, their next to have been 
Heroes or Demi-Gods, and the later Gene- 
rations to have been pure Men; Unleſs the 
Supreme Being were pleaſed (even in the de. 
generous Ages ) to confer the nobler Princi- 
ple on ſome choice Favourites, Here you 
ſeem to forget, that the popular nag 
Ss 
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(as you call them) had all a notion of 
Elyſian. Fields and of a Tartarus, that 
is, of a Place of future Happineſs or Mi- 
ſery, where the Souls of thoſe which 
you call pure or mere Men were to be 


diſpoſed of, either to continue there for 


ever, or to come out upon new revolu- 


tions, but not to be extinguiſhed, Vet 


preſently after, (pag. 96.) you ſay that 


by the oldeſt Tradition, all Sols were 
ſuppoſed to have the. Divine Principle con- 


natural to them; And the reſt of the 
Section is wholly ſpent in explaining the 
Notions of thoſe whom you call (pag. 
1000 the Traditional travelling Philoſo- 


| hers, who believed that Human Souls un- 


derwent many Purgations and different 
Revolutions, but that 20 part of the di- 
vine ſeed might periſh finally ; and that all 
Humane Souls were thus far at leaſt of a 
divine extraction, not as the Notion of the 
Divine might intitle them to infinite Per- 
feckion, but as it might at leaſt intitle them 
fo Immortality. All which is ſo far from 
being any thing to your purpoſe, -of 
proving that the Im mortalizing Principle 


was generally believed no ingredient, in the 


Nature of the Humane Soul ' among the 


 Heathens themſelves ; that on the contrary 
it ſeems to me to prove rather [CUR 


againſt you. 


Seck. 
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ect. 26, You all along confound ei- 


ther neceſſary Immortality, or elſe the No- 


tion of Præ. exiſtence and Revolutions of 
Souls, with zatural Mortality, That 
which any of the Primitive Chriſtians 
blamed Plato and Origen for, was not 
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their aſſerting the Immortality of the 


Soul, but its Præ exiſtence and everlaſt- 


ing Revolutions, Their Maxim, that 
whatever had a Beginning, muſt therefore be 
capable likewiſe of having an End, does 
not at-all prove againſt natural, but on- 
ly againſt geceſſary Immortality, that is, 
neceſſary and independent Exiſtence: As 
is evident from what you your ſelf ob- 
| ſerve, that on this Principle they owned 
none Immortal but God himfelf ; No, 
not the Angels; And that the Apoſtle at- 
firms of God, [CO LM dSaraciar, I 
Tim. 6, 16, ] that He only has Immortali- 
ty, as being the dum d dulacia from whom All 
that will pretend to Immortality, muſt de- 
rive it, and not from their own Nature ; 


that is, not from the Neceſſaty of their 


own Nature, but from the Vill of God, 
who was pleaſed to create them Immor- 
tal, and upon whom (notwithſtanding 
their Immortality, that is, notwithſtand- 
Ing their natural Power of continuing for 
ever, without being liable to be deſtroyed 
by any created Force,) they nevertheleſs 
continually depend for their Preſerva- 


V Ari- 
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Ariſtotle by affirming the immortal 


Soul to be [Poegor ] from without, means 


T Pra- 
mon. pag. 
24, and 
Diſcourſe 
Pas. 300. 


plainly that it is Something diftin® from 
the Body, and not (as you interpret him 
pag. 101.) that it is not ingredient in the 
Conſtitut ion of Mankind in general, or (as 
you F elſewhere expreſs your ſelf) that 
it is a preternatural Principle; as if, na- 


turally, Men had*no rational Souls at 


all. 

The other Maxim you mention, That 
nothing that is paſſable can be Immortal, 
proves likewiſe only againſt neceſſary, 
not againſt natural Immortality. For a 
thing's being capable to be ated upon, 
does not at all prove that it is capable of 
being deſtroyed by any natural Power. 
Every perfectly ſolid Particle of Matter 
it ſelf, is incapable of being deſtroyed or 
even divided by any Power of Nature, 


though it is as capable of being moved 


and agitated and acted upon, as any 
compound Body. The Soul may in 
like manner be very capable of ſuffering 

and of being acted upon; and yet it 
will not at all follow, that it is capable 
of being deſtroyed by any natural Power. 
Thoſe of the Antients, who proved that 


the Soul of the rich Man in the Parable, 


aruſt have been Corruptible, becauſe it ſuffe- 
red Torment; you acknowledge prove at 
the ſame time that it zeſt likewiſe have 

| been 


— 


I Letter 10 Mr Dodwell. 71 
been Corporeal : But the Corporality of the 
Soul, you know, was taught only by one 
or two Men. The reſt were all of a dif- 
ferent Opinion. And Lat antius is very 
particular and expreſs in anſwering that 
Objection ; F If the Soul he , en immortals ani A 


immortal, how then js it paſſi- ma; quomodo paribilis in- 

ble and capable of enduring ducitur, ac pænæ ſentiens ? 
| Puniſhment? and if it be ca- a bend 

pable of pain, how is it not capable of Diſſo- 

lution 2 The Anſwer he gives, is; firſt, 

JET to % | 

tion of the Stoicks) he Souls ee es  - | 
of Men, though by reaſon of in totum, quoniam ex Deo 4 


their Divine Origin al they ſunt, ramen cruciabiles fianc f 


cannot indeed be extinguiſhed, 
yet by being immerſed in Senſe 


per corporis maculam, &c. 
ibid. NPE | 


and depraved by Sin, they may become li- 


able to Miſery and Puniſhment 
I that though we indeed do 
not know how Immaterial 
Things can be aFed upon, yet 


God has as much Power over 
them, as over corporeal things. 
And laſtly, * that in order 
to endure Puniſoment, the 
Souls ſhall again be united to 


their Bodies. All which 


Paſſages undeniably ſhow 


that LaFantius did not 
think the Soul naturally cor- 


ruptible; and preſerved præ· 


— 


3 Secondly, : 


+ Tantam eſſe Dei pote- 


ſtatem, ut etiam incorpora- 


liæ comprehendat, &, quem- 


admodum voluerit, afficiat. 
Nam & Angeli Deum metu- 


unt, cc. Quid ergo mirum, 
ſi cum ſint immortales ani- 
mæ, tamen patibiles ſint Deo? 
ibid. 5 21, 


" * Sed tamen docent nos 


ſanctæ literæ, quemadmo- 
dum pænas impii ſint laturi. 
Na m quia peccata in corpo- 


ribus contraxerunt, rurſus 
carne induentur, ut in cor- 


por ibus piaculum ſolvant. 


ternaturally 
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ternaturally by the Power of God; but, 
on the contrary, that the Soul was na- 
turally Immortal, but by the Power of 
God made capable of enduring Paniſh- 
ment, 


If there was any ſtrength in the Ar- 
gument you make uſe of, SeF. 27; that 
becanſe the actual Immortality of the Soul 


3s a Revelation of the Goſpel, therefore it is 


not capable of being proved by Reaſon from 
the Nature of the Soul it ſelf ; It would 


follow by the fame Argument, that 


Moral Obligations, becauſe they are Re- 


- velations of the Will of God in the Go- 


ſpel, therefore are not capable of being 


proved by Reaſon, from the Nature of 


God, of Men, and of Things. Some 


things revealed in the Goſpel, are in- 


deed of ſuch a Nature, that they could 
not have been known at al without 


Revelation: But Others (of which the 


Immortality of the Soul is one,) are ſuch 


45 were capable of being in great meaſure 


diſcovered by the Light of Nature and 
right Reaſon; but yet by the Revela- 
tion of the Goſpel, are made known 
with much greater Certainty, greater 


Clearneſs, greater Authority), and in a 
Manner much better fitted to all Capaci- 


ries, This ſeems to be the proper mean- 
ing of the Word [Ceæriecarre 2 Tim. 1. 


10, 
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ID, has brought to Light, has clearly diſ- 
covered, has aniverſally and evidently 
made known, that which before was but 
obſcurely and difficultly and imperfe#l 

. underſtood, The. Allufion vou Ile 
to be between the Words, | has brought 
Life and Immortality to Light through 
the Goſpel,] and thoſe other words of 
the Apoſtle, | ar Inheritance incorruptible, 
that fadeth not away, of the Saints in 
Light,] is indeed ſome little Similitude 
of Words; the word Light being uſed 
in both places; but not the leaſt Al- 
luſion or Similitude in Senſe, And in- 
deed yoù ſeem your ſelf to be conſcious 
of the weakneſs of your Argument in 
this whole Matter ; by your ſaying that 


the Immortality of the Soul, at leaſt f + pag. 106 


in Heaven, is plainly ſuppoſed not to be 
known without divine Revelation; and 


again, At leaſt * as to the giving us that tyay, 104. 


immortal Liſe in Heaven; and, That 
the Immortality of the Soul. could not 


have been otherwiſe known with T that f pag. 106. 


Certainty that might ſupport the PraGiſe 
which Religion expects in conſequence of it; 
and again, That it could not have been 


known, at leaſt * with that Aſſurance * pag. 104. 


which was requiſite for the Praiſe which 
Religion requires purſuant to the Belief of 


it. 


LY 
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That the Sadducees (Sect. 28,) deni- 
ed the Immortality of the Soul, is very 
true ; But then it is worth obſerving, 
that the ſame Men afferted alſo that 
there was no ReſurreFion, neither An- 
gel nor Spirit, Acts 23, 6 Your inter- 


pretation of which words, is very ex- 


traordinary. What is the meaning of Spi- 


rit here, as it is joyned with Angel, you 


ſay is manifeſt : It is that Immortalizing 
Spir it which makes As Ioayaus, that 15, 
Immortal and entitled to Heaven, as well 
as the Angels are: That ſame Spirit in- 


deed, by which the Angels themſelves are 


entitled to Immortality. This therefore 
oblig'd them [the Sadducees] to deny the 


au Immortalizing of either Angels or 


Humane Souls, when they denied them Both 
that Spirit which could alone immortalize 
them. Theſe Words, I think, need no 
Reflexion to be made upon them. 


Tour Interpretation (Set. 31, of that 
Text, 1 Cor. 15. 22, As in Adam all die, 
even fo in Chriſt ſhall all be made alive; 
ſeems very forced and unnatural. Your 


_ underſtand it to fignifie, that as All who 


deſcended from Adam, muſt die; fo All 


who are in Chriſt, that is, all Chriſti- 


ans, (hall be made alive. But this In- 
terpretation, if it was true, would prove 
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too much for you ; namely, that thoſe 
only who embraced, not thoſe who re- 
jected the Goſpel, ſhould be raiſed again: 


And the general tenor of Scripture, which 


every where declares that Unbelievers, 
who never were in Chriſt, ſhall be raiſed 


to Condemnation ; ſhows plainly that 


your Interpretation of this Text 1s wrong. 
And how the falſe Notion certain Here- 


ticks had of a metaphorical Reſurrecti- 
on, 2 Tim. 2, 18, tends to prove that 


St Pauls true account of the literal Re- 
ſurrection, is to be underſtood in a par- 


ticular and limited Senſe; is not eaſie to 


conceive. 0 


Vour Inference in the ſame place, 


againſt the Univerſality of the Reſur- 
rection, from what the Apoſtle ſays con- 
cerning Baptiſm; ſeems likewiſe wholly 
_ precarious. For the Apoſtle does not 


in this Chapter ſay any thing, by which 


he might ſeem to ground the Reſurrecti- 
on upon Baptiſm : But only, arguing 
againſt thoſe who pretended to be Chri- 
ſtians, and yet did not belteve the Re- 
ſurrection of the Dead, he ſhows how 
abſurd it was for ſuch Perſons to be bap- 
tized, and thereby to expoſe them- 


ſelves to ſuch hazards as they muſt una- 


voidably do by their profeſſing Chri- 


ſtianity, if they had no expectation of a 


K 2 RKeſur- 
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Reſurrection from the Dead. Whatever 
be the meaning of that difficult Phraſe, 
of being baptized for the Dead; the 
ſtreſs of the. Argument plainly lies upon 


theſe Words. And why ſtand we in Jeo- 


pardy every Hour? That Baptiſm, what- 
ever it was, expoſed them to ſome ha- 
zard, and gave occaſion to their being 
perſecuted ; and the Apoſtles Argument 


is, that it was fooliſh for them to expoſe 


themſelves to ſuch danger needlefly and 


to no purpoſe, if there was to be no ſuch 


thing as a Reſurrection from the Dead. 
The Apoſtle grounds the reaſonableneſs 


of being baptized, and of embracing 
_ Chriſtianity, which was a perſecuted 


Religion; purely upon the Hopes of a 
Reſurrection from the Dead; But he does 
not at all ground the Reſurrection upon 
Baptiſm, nor ſays any thing which does 
in the leaſt inſinuate that the Reſurrecti- 
on ſhould not be univerſal. ©: 1 


The Concluſion you draw (Seck. 32.) 
from what St Paul teaches, Rom. S. is 
very obſure. The Sum of the Apoſtles 
Doctrine, there, is that ThatCondemnation 
which was brought upon Men by Adam, 
they are delivered from by Chriſt. How 
you can infer any thing from thence, 


againſt the univerſal! Immortality of the 


Soul, 


\ 
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Soul, I do not preceive. You ſuppoſe - 


that thoſe over whom Death reigned 
between the times of Adam and Moſes, 
were extinguiſhed by a total Mortality 
both of Soul and Body; But the Death 
there ſpoken of is plainly the ſame 
Death to which all other Men likewiſe 
are ſubject: For 'tis not ſaid, that 
Death reigned over Them only; ; but that 


Death reigned even over hive? alſo, as 


well as over the reſt of Mankind; not- 
withſtanding that they had not finned 
againſt any poſi tive Law, as Adam before, 


and thoſe who lived under the Law did 


after; but were ſubje& to Death, only 


as it was a natural Conſequence of Adams 


Tranſgreſſion: To infer from hence, 


that their Souls as well as Bodies, were 
ſubject to that Mortality, is begging 


the Queſtion which was undertaken to be 
proved. Thoſe who are ſubject to Death, 
in conſequence of Adam's Tranſgreſſion, 
are indeed ſtiled Many. ver. x5 and 
19 ; as thoſe to whom the Benefit of 
Chriſt's Death redounds, are alſo in 


the ſame place ſtiled Many : But thoſe 


Many who die thro' the Offence of One, 
are, ver. 12 and 18, expreſly called 24 
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| Men; and there is no good reaſon to 


ſuppoſe, but that the Death of Chriſt, 


who was  promileq” immediately upon 
Ee | SHOT by : the 
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the Fall of Adam, may conditionally 
extend its Virtue, and Benefit under dif- 
ferent Diſpenſations, to all Men likewiſe, 
To ſay that the Dominion of Death, 
=. fignifies in this place ſomething pe- 
i culiar, under which zl nen are not 
| jůncluded; becauſe the Apoſtle affirms that 
j Death reigned from Adam to Moſes, even 
over them that had not ſinned after the ſimi 
litude of Adam's Tranſgreſſuons ; is very 
1 ſingular and groundleſs: For the Domi- 
1 nion of Death is not there confined 
| (as you ſuppoſe it) to the ſpace between 
| Adam and Moſes ;, ſo as to ſignifie a par- 
5B ticular kind of Death prevailing at that 
: Time, an extinction of Soul as well as 
diffolution of the Body ; But the Apoſtles 
aſſertion is plainly This, that in Conſe- 
quence of Adam's Tranſgreſſion, Death 
(in the common acceptation of Mortality) 
reigned in that ſpace of time alſo, even 
over them that had not tranſgreſſed any 
poſitive Law after the ſimilitude of A- 
dam s Tranſgreſſion, as well as over thoſe 
who had in their own Perſons diſobey- 
ed poſitive Laws, From whence how 
any thing can be collected to your pur- 
poſe, is very difficult to imagine. 


Whether that Text, Foh. 1, 9, That 
was the true Light, which lighteth every 
f an ads. 7” 


/ 
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Man that cometh into the World; was N 
ever alledged by Any, to prove that an Im- 
mortalizing Spirit is given to every Par- 
ticular by Chriſt himſelf 3 1 cannot tell. 
But I think your Interpretation of it, 
(SeF. 33, is utterly unintelligible. The 
ore, you f ſay, is That which our Apoſile + bag. 130 
here makes in all Men, [in every Man 
that cometh into the World, | inlightned 
by the viſttation bj the NiyG-, as an exter- 
val Principle: Tet ſo as not to make any 
change in the Nature, in the Perſon ſ# 
MENT, without peculiar divine Favour, 
and diſpoſitions in the recipient, for ſuch 
an nion with the Ny0-, as may qualify 
it for the dlivine Favour of raiſing it above 
its own Nature Till then, they are ſe- 
parable again, and this external Viſitation 
of the Niy&, leaves the viſited du, as Mor- 
tal as it found it, where there is no Par- 
ticular deſign of God for Immortalizing it 
to Puniſhment. What the meaning of 
this, and all that follows in that Section, 
is; and how you collect it from the 
fore-cited Text of St John; is not, I 
believe, poſſible to be underſtood. = 


When St Paul ſays, 1 Theſſ. 4, 16, that 
the dead in Chriſt ſhall riſe firſt ; Thefe 
words do not indeed prove that there 
muſt afterwards be a * of 
e | them 


— —U—U—ä¹ä — — — 


| 
[| 
j 
| 


FF | ogy, Wy 1 7755 | | 7 5 
Yo A Letter to Mr Dodwell. 


— ——— — — ——— — — 4 i. 


0 — — 


a * 


them that never heard of Chriſt: be- 
cauſe the dead in Chriſt, which are here 
faid to riſe firſt, are not, tis true, oppo- 
ſed in this place to the dead out of 


Chriſt, but to them that ſhall be found 
alive in Chriſt at the time of the Judg- 


ment : (Where note by the by, that 


7 141.you + miſinterpret this Text, by oppoſing 


the dead in Chriſt, and which are ſaid to 


riſe firſt, not, as the Apoſtle does, to 
them that (ſhall be found alive in Chriſt, 


but to #hoſe who had been formerly in 164 o 


and did not die in him, or to thoſe who 


 avight have been in him if they had pleaſed, 


but never were in him actually.) But other 
places of Scripture, as has been before 


| ſhown, do ſufficiently prove the Univer- 


fality of the Reſurre&ion : And particu- 


larly that parallel Text, 1 Cor. 15, 23 3 


where the ſame Apoſtle ſays, that every 
Man ſhall be raiſed i» his own Order; 


_ Chriſt the Firſt-fruits, afterwards they that 


are Chriſts at his coming; And then co- 


eth the end, &c. Which words being 


immediately ſubjoined to that univerſal 
declaration, As in Adam all die, even 


fo in Chriſt ſhall all be made alive ; can- | 


not, without great force, be interpreted | 
to any other Senſe, but that the End 
muſt fignifie the general ReſurreCtion of 
all the Dead. See Rev. 20, v. 5. 12 & 
13. Your 
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Your Interpretation (Seck. 35.) of 


that Text, Rom. 2, 12, As many as 
have ſinned without -Law, ſhall alſo periſh 


without Law, and as many as have ſinned 


in the Law, ſhall be judged by the Lam; 


is not only groundleſs ; the word [4mm 
ſhall periſh] which you underſtand to ſig- 
nifie Annihilation or bear ceaſing to be, 
being evidently Synonymous to | xp12oym, 
ſhall be judged ;] But alſo (as I before 
obſerved upon your Premonition, Sect 6, 
you thereby overthrow all the Threat- 
nings of the Goſpel, which frequently 


expreſs the Puniſhment even of the worſt 


of Sinners by that ſame word [am 


ſhall periſh] which you here interpret to 
ſignify only a bare ceaſing to be. You are 
your ſelf (ſenſible of this difficulty, pag. 


143; where you confeſs, that though the 


word, Periſh, may bear that milder Senſe 


of only ceaſing to be, yet it is alſo uſed in 
the Scriptures, concerning them whom all 


muſt. believe liable to the ſevereſt poſitive 


Inflictions. You ſeem indeed ſenſible, I 


Aay, of this difficulty upon your Inter- 


pretation: But yet you give no anſwer 


to it: Only you ſay, pag. 144, that 


though the word will indeed bear 4 larger 
Sion fication, yet in this place Annihilation 
may perhaps be. more natural. Is not this 
a very ſingular manner of arguing? To 


I colle& 
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+ See Pre-F collect from the fignification of the 


mon, page 
35 


word , that thoſe of whom it is 


here ſpoken, ſhall only ceaſe to be; and 
yet at the ſame time to confeſs that in 


other places of Scripture That word has 


no ſuch Signification ; only in this place, 
Annihilation may, perhaps, be more natu- 
ral. ” os 

Your Interpretation of thoſe other 
words of the Apoſtle, that when the Gen- 


tiles which have not the Law, do by nature. 
the things contained in the Law, theſe hau- 


ing not the Law, are a Law unto them - 


| ſelves, is no leſs extraordinary; Name- 


* pag. 144. ments; but only there * owning the Rea- 
ſonableneſs of the things impoſed as a Law 


0 


ly, that the Gentiles being a Law un- 


to themſelves, does not ſignify their Obli- 


gation to obey the Law of nature, witli 
reſpect to future Rewards and Puniſh- 


by God on the Jews, but not on themſelves ; 


which would no further oblige Them to the 
Obſervation of them, than as their own In- 


tereſt might prevail with them to obſerve 


them, as they would avoid the Puniſhments 
and obtain the Rewards of Providence in 


This Life. Is not this very wonderful; 


that the Gentiles ſhould be able to judge 


of the Reaſonableneſs of Gods moral 

Law to the Jews, and yet not be ſen- 

ſible that the Reaſonableneſs of the —_= 
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laid a ſtrong Obligation upon themſelves 
alſo 2 Or that they ſhould be ſenſible 
of an Obligation laid upon them to live 
virtuouſly (which it would ſometimes 
happen they could not do without expo- 
ſing even their Life it ſelf,) and yet not 
have any ground to expect a future 
Judgment, nor any other Rewards and 
Puniſhments than in the preſent Life ? 


Is not this, deſtroying the very Nature 
of Virtue and Vice; and contrary to 


ſome of your own Arguments, Seck. 47, 
and elſewhere ® 


It is not a very conſiſtent Notion, to 
ſuppoſe as you do, (Seck. 35, 36, and 
elſewhere, )) that the Souls of Men, though 

naturally mortal, yet are neither diſſol. 

ved with their Bodies, nor yet periſh af- 
terwards by any natural Decay ; but 


ſurvive, and continue to ſubſiſt in a ſe- 
parate State; and none of them ever pe- 
riſh actually by that decay and Mortali- 
ty which you ſuppoſe natural to Them; 


but that thoſe who ſhall neither be im- 


mortalized to Happineſs nor to Puniſh- 


ment, ſhall yet ſubſiſt till the general 


Judgment, and then be diflolved by that 


exquiſete fire which 1s to prevail in the laſt 


Conflagration, at leaſt ſo far as to deprive 
them of any ſenſibility of Pain, Is not 
EY - --:. 
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this Notion more properly a ſuppoſi ng 


them to be naturally Immortal, that is, 


capable of ſubſiſting for ever by the 
Powers given them at their original Pro- 


duction; but that God, by the interpoſi- 


tion of his Almighty Power, præterna- 


turally deſtroys at the laſt day, ſuch of 


them as are neither capable of eternal 
Happineſs, nor yet deſerve eternal Pu- 
niſhment ? This certainly would have 
been rather the more conſiſtent Scheme of 
the two, and ſomewhat a more defenſi- 
ble Explication of your Notion, (with 


reſpect to the bare Reaſon of the Thing.) 
than to affirm that all Souls are naturally 
mortal, and yet that none of them ever 


die by a natural decay and Mortality. 


But your Hypotheſis, however vari- 
ed, would not yet have been truly 
conſiſtent. For why, I beſeech you, 


muſt it needs be ſuppoſed, that God 


cannot diſpoſe of all his rational Crea- 
tures into States ſuitable to their ſeveral 
Natures, and propotionable to their 


ſeveral capacities and deferts, without 


deftroying and taking away their Be. 
ing? And what can be more forced 


and diſagreeable to Reaſon, than to 


ſuppoſe that the Sodomites and Nine- 


vites and other Heathens of all Sorts, 
muſt indeed all appear at t the Day of 


Judg- 
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Judgment, but yet that their appe- 
rance there will be * with 0 Deſign of *pag. 148. 
concerning them in the Judgment of the 
Day, but only in the retroſpective part of 
the day, for vindicating the Divine Pro- 
didlence, in relation to what had been 
tranſaFed by it formerly? You imagine 
indeed, ＋ that the 'Sodomites and Egyp- F pag. 139, 
tians and other wicked Men to whom 
the Goſpel was never preached, may 
endure the Sufferings of the 3 eternal 
State, during the time of their Duration ; 
that is, from the time of their Deatb 
to the Day of Judgment; And that. * * pag. 11} 

the. Infelicities good Heathens may have . 
ſuffered in this Life, may be ſuff- 
cienily rewarded by the Happineſs 
of the intermediate ſpace between their 
Death and the Judement, though they 
have no ſhare in thoſe Eternal Rewards 
which are to follow after the day of Judg- 
ment: But, upon your Scheme, how _ 
can this be applied to thoſe who ſhall _ 
live at the End of the World, when 
there may be as good and as bad Men 
among the Heathens, as ever were in 
any other Age, and yet theſe, according 
to your Notion, muſt All periſh toge- 
ther at .the Conflagration ? And befides, 
becauſe I preſume you will not be leſs 
moved by Authority than by Reafon ; 
18 


$6 


* Qui animæ aliquod tem- 
pus indulgent, ab exceſſu uſq; 
in conflagrat ionem univerſita- 
tis, ut Stoici, &c. Tertull, de 
„„ 
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7 Quis autem illis poſtumæ 


Eruditionis uſus ac fructus, 


jamjam conflagratione peritu- 
ris? Tertull. de Anima. 


What you advance in your 4715 and 
following Sections, concerning the State 
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is not this extremely like one of thoſe 
very Notions, which Tertullian, whoſe Au- 
thority you are otherwiſe ſo very defirous 


+ needleſly imagining, that 


on 


. EA 
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to make uſe of, blames 
the * Stoichs for, and ridi- 
cules them as vainly and 


the Souls of their Diſci- 
ples ſhould continue ca- 
pable of Inſtruction and 
Improvement in the ſepa- 
rate State, when at the ſame 
time they believed they 
were all to periſh in 
the approaching Conflagrati- 


and Condition of ſeparate Souls, is in 
every reſpect too uncertain to have any 
thing built upon it. Whether they who 
never heard of the Goſpel in This Life, 
ſhall hereafter have any new Offer made 
to them, and undergo any new Trial; 
or whether all Mankind, even thoſe who 
never hear of Chriſt at all, ſhall. how- 
ever, by virtue of the original Promiſe 
of the Meſſiah made to Adam, have ſo 
much benefit of the Redemption pur- 
chaſed by the Blood of Chriſt, as that at 

: the 
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the general Judgment they ſhall all in 
ſome Proportions, and according to their 
ſeveral Capacities, have relief from the 
Equity and Mercy of the Goſpel · cove- 
nant; (which ſeems, of the two, to be 
much the more probable Opinion: For 
how ſhall they who are found alive at 
the end of the World, undergo any new 
Trial?) Which ſoever, I ſay, of theſe 


ways be true, it makes little difference 


as to the main Queſtion. That, upon 

the whole, God is no Reſpecter of Per- 
ſons ; and that our Saviour could not 
confine his deſign, as a Saviour of Souls, 


to any particular people, (as you prove 


largely and well in your 47th Section,) 
but will certainly in fome manner or 


b7 


other extend the Offer of his gracious 


Covenant, or at leaſt the Benefit and E- 


quity of it in ſome Proportions, to Men 


of all Ages and Nations in the World; 


muſt undoubtedly be allowed by all 


conſidering Perſons: And this very 


confideration alone, if you had not at 
other times reaſoned inconfiſtently with 
your ſelf, might eafily have faved you 


the whole trouble of inventing your 


wonderful Hypothefis concerning the 
natural Mortality of the Soul, in order 
to diſpoſe of thoſe Gentiles who never 


heard of Chriſt: But than as to the 


particular 
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particular Manner, how the Equity and 
Mercy of the Goſpel ſhall be extended 
| to thoſe to whom it never was preach- 
W ed; this, there is no Neceſſity of de- 
| termining; And certainly your Noti- 
| on, (Seck. 42,) concerning ſeparate 
Souls being of Neceſſity to be baptized 
with Water, even in the literal Senſe, 
in order to be made capable of any 
Favour of this kind ; might very well 
have been ſpared. | 
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As to what you teach in the 427 and 
following Sections, concerning twp diſtin 
Souls in Men; Many antient Writers do 
indeed ſo expreſs themſelves, as if they 
| ſuppoſed the ſenſitive Soul to be one Sub- 
=: ſtance, and the rational Soul another: But 
both That Philoſophy: it ſelf, and your 
ö explication of it particularly, is very un- 
5 intelligible: And your interpretation of 
' that Text, where the Formation of Man 
; is. deſcribed, is really ridiculous , The 
9 Words are theſe z And the Lord God ſorm- 
ö ed Man of the Duſt of the Ground, and 
5 breathed into his Noſtrils the Breath of 
1 Life, and Man became a living Soul, Gen. 
| T pag. 216.2, 7. Upon this Text, you ＋ ſay 35 Here 
8 1s a Man ſuppoſed before the Divine Brea- 
thing ; Certainly not 4 dead Max, which is A 
indeed no Man, but a. Man animated with 
| EET Tp that 
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that lower Soul, which is common to him and 
Beaſts, and. therefore cannot be imputed to 
a Divine Breathing. Can any thing be 
more abſurd than this Interpretation ? or 
can any thing be more plain, than that 
the meaning of theſe Words is, that God 
firſt formed the Body of Man out of the 
Duſt, and then inſpired into it a living 


Soul ? But which way ſoever the Philoſo- 


phy of this Queſtion be determined, it 


4 


will (till be nothing to your purpoſe : - 


For ſuppoſe, if you pleaſe, that the Sen- 
f ſctive and rational Soul be really two di- 
ſtin& Subſtances; yet how does this tend 
to prove that the Rational Soul is ever 


the more naturally Mortal? Did not thoſe 


antient Philoſophers, who thought Man 
compoſed of three diſtin& parts, a Body, 


a ſenſitive Soul, and a rational Spirit; 


teach that the rational Spirit was natu- 
rally Immortal? as you your ſelf confeſs 


＋ concerning Plato and Philo; and you + pag. 22 
bring no Authority nor Reaſoning, in & 23. 


theſe Sections, to the contrary. 

In like manner your long Excurſion, 
in the 55th Section, concerning the Sepa- 
rate State, does not at all prove, nor in- 

deed fo much as ſuppoſe, that the Soul is 

naturally Mortal : On the contrary, the 


Authorities you there cite, do all ſuppoſe 


it Immortal. Wherefore the particular 
| M  groundleſs, 
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groundleſs, not to ſay abſurd Notions, 
which you there advance, concerning the 
Habitations of ſeparate Souls, and the Ex- 
tent of the Power of Evil Spirits over them, 
&c ; not being of any importance with 
reſpect to the main Queſtion ; need not 
here be examined. 


The Argument you propoſe, (Sec. 60.) 
that a naturally mortal Soul is more ſuit- 
able and agreeable to be joyned with a na- 
turally mortal Body, as a conflituent of 
Human Nature, than a Soul that is natu- 
rally Immortal. This Argument, if it 
proved any thing, would prove that the 
Soul ought to be of the ſame Nature and 
Duration with the Body, and that it 
ought to die at the ſame time with the 
Body, that is, that there ought to be no 
Soul at all. For it is juſt as much dif. 
agreeable and unſuitable to the Body, to 
have ſuch a Subſtance united to it, as is 
capable of ſubſiſting at all after the Diſ- 
ſolution of the Body; as to have ſuch a 
Subſtance united to it, as is capable of 
continuing to ſubſiſt for ever. Since 
therefore you your ſelf acknowledge that 
the Soul is naturally able to ſubſiſt ſepa- 
rate for many ages after the diſſolution 
of the Body ; this Argument, if it had 
any ſtrength in it, would prove a en 
dea 
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deal too much for you; and be of the 
ſame force againſt your omn Notion of the 
Soul, as againſt ours; Unleſs you could 


perſwade the World to believe, that not 


only the Inmortalizing Spirit, but even 
the rational Soul, that Soul which you 
ſuppoſe to be vaturally Mortal, is it ſelf 
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alſo a preternatural Principle, (as you * penn. 


once or twice very abſurdly aſſert,) and 
not originally a conſtitutent Part of Hu- 
mine Nature. 1 . | 


Neither has the Argument you draw 
from the Doctrine of Original Sin, any 
greater ſtrength in it. For there is no ne- 
ceſſity of ſuppoſing, upon any Scheme, 


that ſuch Perſons as have no actual Sin of 
their own, ſhall ever be condemned to 


eternal Torments merely for the Sin of 
our firſt Parent. Tis true we cannot 
peremptorily affirm in particular, how 
God will diſpoſe of ſuch Souls, as having 


no actual Sins of their own to anſwer for, 


yet have no expreſs Title, by the ordi- 


nary Means, to the Rewards of the Go- 


ſpel: But certainly tis a very weak and 

or Argument, to conclude that num- 
erleſs Souls muſt therefore neceſſarily be 
- annihilated, merely becauſe we do not 


know in particular, what State and Con- 


dition it will pleaſe God to aſſign them. 


M 2 The 


p. 24. and 
Diſcourſ, 
P. 399. 
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The ſame may be ſaid of your Argu- 


ment drawn from the Doctrine of Repro- 


bation. You anſwer it your ſelf, by 

ſuppoſing that the Doctrine of abſolute 
Reprobation is not the Doctrine of Serip- 
ture. And as to that Præterition, which 
is barely the not affording all Men the 


ſame Means of Knowledge; tis anſwered > 


in your own Scheme, by what you fay 
CSeF. 45, 46, and 470 concerning the 


new Trial ſome Perſons may undergo in 
another State ; and 'tis anfwered better 


by ſuppoſi ing that all Men may however 
be judged in proportion, according to 
the Equity of the Goſpel, though they ne- 


ver had any explicit Knowledge of it. 


Laſtly, As to your Argument drawn 
from 5 Difficulty of reconciling eternal 


Puniſhments with the Goodneſs of God; 
That Difficulty does not ariſe chiefly from 


the difference of the Perſons, who may be 
concerned in thoſe Puniſhments propor- 


tionably in different degrees ; but the 


real difficulty of the Queſtion Ties in this, 


how it is reconcileable with the Good- 


neſs of God, to put any Perſons at all 
upon a neceſſity of vinking ſuch an Opti- 
on, wherein if they chooſe amiſs, the Mi- 
ſery they incurr muſt be irrecoverable. 
And this difheulty i is evident! much ber- 


tee 
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ter anſwered, by ſuppofing the Souls of 


Men to be naturally immortal ; ſo that 


they who render themſelves uncapable 
of Happineſs, muſt conſequently fall into 


remedileſs. Miſery ; than it can be an- 
ſwered in your Scheme, where none can 


be liable to endleſs Puniſhment, without 
being miraculouſly immortalized on pur- 
poſe, by the Arbitrary Will and Power 
of God, beyond the original Capacity 


of their Nature. | 


And now, Sir, I cannot but earneſt- 


ly recommend it again to. your moſt 


ſerious conſideration; whether the 
new and inconſiderate Notions you 


have advanced, and (the Arguments 
I will not ſay, becauſe I think you have 
not offered any that are of any real 
force, but) the Pretenſes of Reaſon 
and Authority, which you have put 


into the hands of ſceptical and profane 
Men, to confirm them in their prejudi- 


ces againſt the Belief of the Immortali- 
ty of the Soul; are not likely to be of 
great diſſervice to Religion; And 
whether you ought not (as all good 
Men are of Opinion you onght) to think 
of ſome means of making ſatisfacti- 


on to the Church, to whom you have 


given ſo great Offence; and of prevent- 


ing 
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ing the effect of that incouragement, 
which your Notions in this matter (tho 


no Body doubts but it is contrary to 
your intention) have given to Immora- 


lity and contempt of Religion. 


If zeal for the defenſe of a Doctrine 
of ſuch importance, has in any part 


of this Letter cauſed me to drop any 


Expreſſions, which may be thought 
too ſharp, and to carry in them too lit- 
tle of that reſpect, which all the World 


_ acknowledges to be juſtly due to you up- 


on account of your very great Learning 


I know you will pardon it upon ſuch an 


occafion as this; and I cannot-Aoubt 


but upon ſecond Thoughts, you will be 


ſomewhat diſſatisfied with your ſelf, for 
having publiſhed a Book, at which all 
good Men are ſorry, and all profane Men 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


Hereas the Author of certain 
Remarks upon the Sermons - 
preached at Mr Boyles Lecture in the 


Year 1704, has oubliſhed a Vindication 
of thoſe Remarks, with more miſrepre- 


_ ſentation of the Doctrine contained in 
thoſe Sermons, and in thoſe preached 
in the Tear 1705: The Author of the 
ſaid Sermons, humbly conceiving that 
there is no Objection either in the Re- 
marks or in the Vindication of the Re- 
marks, which has not been either pre- 
| vented in the Sermons themſelves, or 
fully anſwered in the Preface to the 


ſecond Volume? and not thinking it 
fit to trouble the World with any fur- 
ther Reply to mere Calumny and ill 


Language; deſires to refer this mattter 
wholly to the impartial Reader, who 
by comparing the Books themſelves, 


with the Remarks, will judge on 
which fi de Truth and Reaſon ſtands. 
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